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Also, petition of the State board of agriculture of Massachu
setts, for a more liberal appropriation for the suppression of the 
gipsy and brown-tail moths-to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the State Camp of New Mexico, Patriotic 
Order Sons of America, favoring restriction of immigration ( S. 
4403)-to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of the Boston Marine Society, for bill . S. 528 
(the subsidy shipping bill)-to the Committee on the Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. KLINE: Paper to accompany bilJ for relief -of Au
gustus Shiery-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petitions of the Reading (Ph.) Telegram and the Welt 
Bote and Frieden's Bote, of Allentown, Pa., against tariff on 
linotype machines~to the Committee on Ways and 1\Ieans. 

By Mr. LEE : Paper to accompany bill for relief of Benton 
Freeman-to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LILLEY : Papers to accompany bills for relief of 
Aaron C. Sanford and Joanna Gloster-tg the Committee on In
valid Pensions. 

By· Mr. McCARTHY: Petitions of the Omaha Commercial 
Club and the Omaha Grain Exchange, for an appropriation for 
improvement of Missouri River near Omaha-to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. McKINLAY of California: Petition of Veterans of 
the Civil and Spanish Wars, for restoration of the Army can
teen-to the Committee on Military .Affairs. 

By Mr. McKINNEY : Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Clarence .A. Mcintosh-to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MARTIN: Petition of citizens of Deadwood, S. Dak., 
for restoration of the Army canteen-to the Committee on Mili
tary .Affairs. 

Also, petition of citizens of Cascade Springs, S. Dak., against 
religious legislation in the District of Colllinbia-to the Com
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

By .1\fr. MOORE: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Jacob 
B. Haslam-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MOUSER: Petition of the Daily Register, Sandusky, 
Ohio, against tariff on linotype machines-to the Committee ou 
Ways and Means. 

Also, petitions of R. J. Kistner Council, No. 3, of Fostoria·, 
Ohio; Bpcyrus Council, No. 184; Seneca Council, No. 58; Wyan
dot Council, No. 95, and Sycamore Council, No. 333, Junior 
Order United American Mechanics, for restriction of immigra
tion-to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

B:r Mr. NORRIS : Paper tl) accompany bill for relief of Ben
jamin J". McConnell-to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PATTERSON of South Carolina: Paper to accompany 
bill for relief of heirs of Dr. John W. Kirk-to the Committee 
on War Claims. ' 

.Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Nehemiah Tin
dull-to the Committee on Pensions. 

By.l\fr. PEARRE: Petition of the Brotherhood of St. Paul of 
the First Methodist Episcopal Church of Baltimore, 1\fd., for 
investigation of affairs in the Kongo Free State-to the Com
mittee on Foreign .Affairs. 
. By Mr. RAINEY: Petition of citizens of .Arenzville; lll., ·for 

an appropriation for deepening the channels of the Illinois and 
Mississippi rivers-to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of citizens of Calhoun County, Ill., for a deep 
waterway from the Lakes to the Gulf-to the Committee on 
E.ivers and Harbors. 

By 1\fr. REYNOLDS: Papers to accompany bills for relief of 
the widow of Joseph S. Bussard, Damel Lamberton, Jacob 
Glass, Jonathan Derno, Capt. John Downey, George H. Boney, 
and Andrew J". Foor-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of .Arkansas : Petition of R. W. Dun
way et al., for an appropriation of $50,000,000 for improv~ment 
of waterways-to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of S . .A. Miller et al. and citizens of .Arkansas, 
against the Dillingham'-Gardner immigratio.J;J. bill-to the Com
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petitions of A. J. Walls, of Lonoke, .Ark; D. E. Baker 
et al., and T. W. Abbott et al., for cotton demonstration work
to the Committee on · Agriculture . 

.Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Walter C. Hud
son-to the Committee on War Claims. 

By 1\Ir. SHEPP .ARD : Petitions of citizens of Clarksdale, 
Tex.; Sterrett, Ind. T.; Petty, Tex., and Hugo, Ind. 'I.'., for an 
appropriation for improvements in the upper Red Rivet-to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Ohio: Paper to accompany bill for relief 
of Washington Kurtzman-to the Committee on War Claims. 

By 1\Ir~ ZENOR : Paper to accompany bill for relief of Hiram 
G. McLemore-to the Committee on Invalid Pen~ions. 

SENATE. 
FRIDAY, January .Jl, 1907. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Enw .ARD E. HALE. 
The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's 

proceedings, when (on request of Mr. KEAN, and by unanimous 
consent) the further reading was dispensed with. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Journal stands approved. 
AGRICULTURAL DEP .ARTMENT MAIL MATTER. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica
tion from the Secretary of Agriculture, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, a record of mail matter entered at the Washington City 
post-office under the penalty privilege by the Department of 
Agriculture; which, with the accompanying paper, was referred 
to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, and ordered to 
be printed. 

GEORGETOWN BARGE, DOCK AND ELEVATOR RAILW .A.Y COMPANY. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the annual re
port of the Georgetown Barge, Dock and Elevator Railway Com-· 
pany for the fiscal year ended December 31, 1906; which was 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, ru1d or-. 
dered to be printed. 

FINDINGS BY THE COURT OF CLAIMS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate communica
tions n·om the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmit
ting certified copies of the findings of fact filed by the court in 
the following causes: 

In the cause of Harry N. Stearns, administrator of Francis 
Josselyn, deceased, v. The United States; 

In the cause of .Adelaide B. Lindenberger v. The Unitetl 
States ; and · 

In the cause of James Boro and Mary Boro, heirs of James 
Boro, deceased, v. The United States. 

The foregoing findings were, with the accompanying · papers,· 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and OJ;dered to be printed. 

PETmONS A D MEMORIALS. 

The VICE-PRESIDE.....vr presented resolutions adopted by the 
Catholic Federation of Cleveland, Ohio, relative to the treatment 
by the Republic of France of Catholics in that country; which 
was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. · 

lle also presented a petition of the National Business League 
of Chicago, Ill., praying for the enactment of legislation to revise 
the public-land laws of the United .States; which as referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands. 

' He also presented a petition of the National Business League 
of Chicago, Ill., praying for a reorganization of the consular 
Eervice of the United States; which was referred to the Com
mittee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. FRYEl presented a. petition of the congregation of the 
Friends Church of Winthrop Center, Me., praying for the enact
ment of legislation to regulate the interstate transportation of 
intoxicating liquors; which was :referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Mr. GALLINGER pr~3ented a petition of the 1\Iedical Society 
of the District of Columbia, of Washington, D. C., praying for 
the enactment of legislation providing for the reclamation of 
Anacostia Flats in that District; which was referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1\Ir. KE.AN presented memorials of sundry citizens of Trerr
ton, Jersey City Heights, Elizabeth, Bridgeton, 'Vashington, and 
Gloucester County, all in the State of New Jersey, remonstrat
ing against the enactment of legislation requiring certain places 
of business in the District of Columbia to be closed on Stmday ; 
which were referrea to the Committee on the District of Co
lumbia. 

He also presented the petition of Rev. J .ohn E. Parmly, of 
Atlantic Highlands, N. J., praying for an jnvestigation of the 
charges made and filed against Hon. IQ:En S:awor, a Senator 
from the State of Utah; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He al130 presented a petition of the New Jersey State Federa
tion of Women's Clubs, praying for the enactment of legislation 
to regulate child labor in the District of Columbia ; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. PERKINS presented a petition of the Farmers' Institute 
of Glendora, Cal., praying for the enactment of legislation for 
the protection of animals, birds, and fish in the forest reserves 
of California; which was referred to the Committee on Forest 
Reservations and the Protection of Game. 

He also presented memorials of sundry citizens of Los Angeles, 
Cal., remonstrating against the enactment of legislation requir,. 
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ing certain places of business in the -District of Columbia to be 
closed on Sunday; which were referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

l\fr. McENERY presented sundry papers to accompany the 
bill (S. 4659) for tlle relief of the heirs of John Schwartzen
burg, sr. deceased; which were referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO presented a petition of the Ministers' Al
liance of Jacksonville, Fla., praying for an investigation into 
the existing conditions in the Kongo Free State; which was re
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. -

l\ir. FLINT presented memorials of sundry citizens of Los 
'Angeles, San Bernardino, Riverside, Orange, and San Diego 
counties, all in the State of California, remonstrating against 
the enactment of legislation requiring certain places of business 
in the District of Columbia to be closed on Sunday; which were 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1\Ir. DILLINGHAM presented a memorial of the librarian of 
the Fletcher Free Library, 'of Burlington, Vt., and a memorial 
of ttle librarian of the St. Johnsbury Athenreum Library, of St. 
Johnsbury, Vt., remonstrating against the enactment of legisla
tiOI~ to ainend and conso)idate · the acts respecting copyright; 
whlCll were referred to the Committee on Patents. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Winllall 
Vt., r~monstrating against the enactment of legislation requiring 
certam places of business in the_ District of Columbia to be 
closed on Sunday; which was referred to the Comniittee on the 
District of Columbia. 

Mr. FUL~ON presented a petition of sundry citizens of Elgin, 
Oreg., praymg for the enactment of legislation authorizing the 
transmission through the mails, free of postage, of matter to be 
used by the blind; which was referred to the Committee on Post
Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. TELLER presented sundry memorials of citizens of 
Pu~blo, _ Co~o._, remons~rating again~t the enactment of legis
latwn reqmrrng certarn places of business in the District of 
Columbia to be closed on Sunday; which were referred to tlle 
Committee. on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of the chamber of commerce of 
~olorado_ Springs, Colo., praying for the enactment _of legisla
tion to mcrease the salaries of postal clerks in all first and 
second class post-offices ; which was referred to the Committee 
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. · · · 

He also presented petitions of Building Laborers' Interna
tional U:t;ion N<?. 1, . of the ~f~chinists' Local Union, of the 
Commerctal Telegraphers' Umon of America, of Local Union 
No. 1, of 9ol'umbine Local Union, No. 451, ana of Cigar Makers' 
Local Umon, No. 129, all of the American Federation of Labor 
of Denver, Colo., praying for a. modification of the present 
Chi_ne e-exclusion law so as t_o include Japanese and Koreans; 
which were referred to the Committee on Immigration. 
_ 1\lr. DEPEW (for 1\fr. PLATT) presented a memoria l of 

sundry . citizens of _Watertown, N. Y., remonstrating ao-ainst 
the enactment of legislation requiring certain places of bu~iness 
in the District of Columbia to be closed on ·Sunday· which was 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. -

He also presented a petition of Onondaga Lodge No. 705 
~rotherhood of Railroad Trainmen, ·of Syracuse, N. Y., praying 
for the passage of the so-called " employers' liability bill· " 
.which was ordered to lie on the table. ' 
' 1\lr. PROCTOR presented a petition of the Progressive Club 
~f W<;>men, _of Rutland, Vt. ; and ~ . _Petition of the legislative 
committee of tlle General Federa:twn of Women's -clubs of 
Rutland, Vt., praying that an appropriation be made f~r a 
scientific investigation into the conditions of . woman and child 
workers in the United States ; which were referted to the Com-
mittee on Education and Labor. · 

1\lr. CLAPP (foi· l\Ir. GAMBLE) presented an affidavit to 
accompn.?y ~be bill ( S. 6619) granting a pension to Betsey .An
derson; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 
1\Ir. GALLINGER, from the Committee ·on the District of Co

lumbia; t_o whom ~ere referred the following bills, reported 
them severally w1thout amendment, and submitted reports 
thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 10843) authorizing the extension of Kenyon 
street NW.; 
· A bill (H. R. .128) .for the. opening of a connecting highway 

between Waterside dnve and Park road, District of Columbia · 
;· A bill (H. R. 121) authorizing the extension of Seventeenth 
street NW.; 
· · A bill (H. R. 8-135) for the opening of Fessenden street NW., 
District of Columbia; 

A biU (H. R. 14815) for the extension of Harvard street, 
Columbia Heights, Dish·ict of Columbia ; and 

A bill (H. R. 14900) to extend Fourth street NE. 
1\Ir. HEMENWAY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, 

to whom was referred the bill (S. 1566) for the relief of Isaiah 
Heylin McDonald, reported it without amendment, and sub
mitted a report thereon. 

ELEVATOR, GRAIN BUYING .AND FORWARDING BUSINESS~ 

1\fr. WHYTE, from the Committee on Printing, to whom was 
referred the concurrent resolution submitted by 1\Ir. McCUM
BER December 5, 1906, reported it without amendment; and it 
was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to, as follows : 

R esolv ed lnJ the Senate (the House of Representativ es concur·ring), 
That there be printed for the use of the Senate and House of -Repre
sentatives 3,000 copies of the testimony taken in the investigation, 
pursuant to Senate resolution of June 25, 1906, directing the •Inter
state Commerce Commission to make a thorough investigation of the 
elevator and grain buying and forwarding business of this country to de· 
termine to what extent special favors have been granted to them by rail
road companies ; the influence which the alleged monopolizing of this 
branch of business has had upon the market; the injury it has worked 
to the grain producers ; the extent to which the railroads, their officers, 
directors, stockholders, and employees own or control the grain-buying 
and grain-forwarding companies, and the manner in which these rail
roads, theit· officers, directors, stockholders, and employees secured hold
ings, if any, in these grain buying, storing, and forwarding companies, 
and to report the same to the Con~ress at its next session; 1,000 copies 
for the use of the Senate and 2,0v0 copies for the use of the House of 
Representatives. · · -

PRESIDENT'S MESSAGE ON PANAMA CANAL. 
1\fr. WHYTE. I am directed by the .Committee on Printing, 

to whom was referred the joint resolution (H. J . Res. 214) to 
provide for the printing of 16,000 copies of Senate Document 
numbered 144, Fifty-ninth Congress, second session, to report it 
favorably without amendment, _and I submit a report thereon. 
I ask that the joint resolution . may be considered immediately. 

The Secretary read the joint resolution; and there being no 
objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded 
to its consideration. It provides for printing 16,000 copies of the 
special message of the President of the United States concern
ing the Panama Canal, to be accompanied by a map t.o be p1~e - . 
pared under the direction of the Joint Committee on Printing, 
5,000 copies for the use of the Senate, and 11,000 copies for the 
use of the House of Representatives, to be distributed through 
the folding room. . 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordere(l to a third reading, read the third time, and 
passed. 

ELIZABETH NALLY. _ 

Mr. KEAN, from the COmmittee to Audit and Control the 
Con tin gent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred · the 
resolution submitted by him on the 10th instant, reported it 
without amendment; and· it was considered by -unanimous con-· 
sent, and agreed to, as follows: · · 
ResoZ ~.; ed, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and he is hereby au- · 

thorized and directed to pay, out of the contingent fund of the Se~ate · 
to Elizabeth Nally, widow of Dennis Nally, late a laborer in .the employ 
of the Senate of the United States, a · sum equal to .six months' salary 
at the rate be was receiving by law at the time of his demise, said suri.1 
to be considered as including funeral expense and all other allowances. 

ELECTRIC RAILWAY AT VICKSBURG, MISS. 

l\Ir. OVERMAN. I am directed by the Committee on 1.\lilitary 
Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 14811) to author
ize George T. Houston and Frank B. Houston to construct and 
operate an electric railway over the national cemetery road at 
Vicksburg, Miss., to report it favorably without amendment, and 
I submit a report thereon. · 

l\Ir. MONEY. I ask unanimous . consent for the present con-
sideration of that measure. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be read for the in
formation of the Senate. 

The Secretary read the bill, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That permission is hereby given to George T 

· Houston and Frank B. Houston, their associates, successors, and as: 
signs, to erect, construct, operate, and maintain an electric railway 
over and along the national cemetery road at Vicksburg, Miss., from 
said city of Vicksburg northward to the northern boundary of the Gov· 
ernment right of. way for said road: Prov ided, That a m_inimum width 
of 30 feet of the ro3;dway, over and apove that .used by the railway tL·acks, 

• be left all along sa1d road for a dnveway, s1dewalk, and gutters· that 
the licensees, their associates, successors, and as_13igns; shall repair all 
damage done to too Government roadway by the construction of their 
line of railway, and shall maintain their railway and said roadway 
within the tracks and for 2 feet on each side of the tracks in proper 
st~te of repair thereafter: And provi ded further, That said electric 
railway shall be constructed, operated, and maintained accordinoo to 
plans and specifications to be submitted to and approved by the S~cre
tary of War, and under such regulations as may be prescribed by him. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. I s there objection t o t he present 
consideration of the bill? 
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Mr. BURKETT. l\fr. President, I do not want to object to 
the consideration of the bill, but I should like to have some ex
planation of it. 

Mr: :MONEY. If the Senator will permit me a moment, this 
is a bill to facilitate passage to and from the most beautiful 
cemetery perlmps which the National Government owns, and 
one of tbe greatest military parks. The bill was drawn in the 
office of the Secretary of War and has been approved by the 
Department officials and the c~metery people and everybody. I 
llope the Senator will not object to it. It passed the House, 
and it has been reported unanimously by the committee. It 
has been viseed by everyone concerned, and there is no objection 
found to it. 

Mr. BURKETT. I have not had occasion to look the matter 
up at all, but I know that around the national cemeteries and 
parks the Government bas secured in ~he past, for purposes 
which have been apparent, roads leading to them, and it bas 
always been very careful to guard the approaches to the ceme
teries. 

Mr. 1\IONEY. This bill was prepared in the office of the Sec
retary of War, and ·au those points have been attended to. 

1\fr . .BURKETT. I shall not object to its conSideration. 
There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Com

mittee of the Whole. 
The bill was 1.·eported to the Senate without amendment, or

dered to a third reading, read the ·third time, and passed. 
PROPOSED DBAINAGE INVESTIGATIONS. 

l\1r. LATIMER. I am instructed by the Committee on Agri
culture and Forestry to report back, with amendments, a resolu
tion, and to ask for its immediate consideration. 

The resolution submitted by Mr. LAmrEB June 25, 1906, and 
referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry, was 
read, as proposed to be amended,_ as follows: 

Whereas there is in the United States between 50,000,000 and 100,-
000,000 acres of swamp, tidal, and overflowed lands which are now, for 
lack: of drainage, unproductive and a prolific source of malarial and 
other diseases, and the Secretary of Agriculture having for the past 
three years conducted drainage investigations in this country and 
abroad and has accumulated a large amount of valuable data on the 
subj.ect: Therefoi:'e, be it 

R esolood, That the Secretary of Agriculture be, and he i.s hereby, au
thorized and directed to prepare and submit to the Senate on or before 
March 1, 1907, a report on drainage, to. indude the following: 

First. The location and area of lands in the United States that are 
swamp and overflowed and susceptible of being drained and made fit 
for agriculture. . 

Second. The effect of drainage on sueh land and on the public health 
and upon agriculture. 

Third. The area of land which bas been drained under the laws of 
the different States and the benefits whieh have resulted therefrom. 

Fourth. The summary of the legislation of the different States and 
of the legal and busine~s ~ethods under which drainage works have 
been construct ed and mamtamed. · 

Fifth. A review of the drainage laws and policies of the leading agri
cultural countries of Europe and their results. 

1\Ir. KEAN. I should like to look at the resolution before it 
is passed. .Let it go over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT.· Objection is made to the present 
consideration of the resolution. 

Mr. LATIMER . . Under the· rule it goes over? 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will go to the Calend~r. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. TELLER introduced the following bills; which were sev
erally read twice by their titles, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 7713) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
Kingsbury; 

A bill ( S. 7714) granting an increase of pension to Molden 
Bledsoe; 

A bill ( s. 7715) granting an increase of pension to Harman 
Dennis Moon ; and 

A bill .( S. TI1'6) granting an iii crease of pension to Ann E. 
Kimball. . . 

l\lr. PETTUS introduced the following bills; which were sev
eriilly read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims: 

A bill (S. 7717) for the relief of the estate ·-of Marcus .1\i. 
Massengale, deceased (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 7718) for the relief of Burwell J. Cuny (with 
accompanying papers) ; · 

A bill (S. 7719) for the reli-ef of J'acob A. Paulk, in his own 
right and as administratot' of the estate of Jonathan Paulk, 
deceased ; · _ 

A bill (S. 7720) for the relief of the estate of Enoch R. Ken
nedy deceased (with an accompanying paper); and 

A 'bill ( s. 7721) for th-e relief of the heirs of A. E. Mills, 
deceased (with accompanying papers). 

1\fr .. TALIAFERRO introduced the . following bills; which 

were severally read twice by their titles, and, with the accom
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 7722) granting an increase of pension to Henderson 
Stanley ; and 

A bill (S. 7723) granting a pension to Catherine Spencer. 
:Mr. }J'OSTER introduced a bill (S. 7724) granting an increase 

of pension to Paul J. Christian; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

l\fr. DILLINGHAM introduced a bill (S. 7725) autllorizing 
the :registration of division of naturalization mail matter; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Post-Offfces and Post-Roads. . 

He also introduced a bill (S. 7726) to correct the naval rec
ord of Charles C. Lee; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
-read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions: 

A bill ( S. 7727) granting a pension 'to James L. Swan ( ith 
accompanying papers) ; - · 

A. bill (S. 7728) granting a pension to Catharine Newstead 
Gillins; · 

A bill (S. 7729) granting a pension to James Valley; and 
A bill (S. 7730) granting an increase of pension to · John H. 

Day. 
Mr. FLINT introduced a bill ( S. 7731) granting an increase 

of pension to Thomas Radford; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com
mittee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 7732) granting an increase of 
pension to Elijah H. Bartlett; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying papers, l'eferred to the Com
mittee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill ( S. 7733) for the relief of the legal 
heirs of John Goldsworthy; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

1\fr. FRYE introduced a bill (S. 7734) granting an increase of 
pension to 'Villiam C. Brooks; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Com
mittee on Pensions. 

He also inh·oduced a bill ( S. 7735) granting an increase of 
pension to Martha E. Green; which was read twice by its title 
and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee o~ 
Pensions. 

1\Ir. DOLLIVER introduced a bill (S. 7736) to correct the 
military record of George R. Borden; which was read twice by 
its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred. to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

l\1r. DICK introduced the following bills; which were sever
ally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions : 

A bill ( S. 7737) granting a pension to Michael Shaughnessy;· 
A bill· ( S. 7738) granting a pension to Eli Conn; and 
A bill (S. 7739) granting an increase of pension to Joseph P. 

Owen. 
Mr. STONE introduced a bill (S. 7740) granting an increase 

of pension to Dwight Simpson; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. FRAZIER introduced the following bills ; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and, with the accompanying 
papers. referred to the Committee on Pensions : , 

A bill (S. 7741) granting a pension to James W. Russel; and 
A bill (S. 7742) granting an increase of pension to James 

Kennedy. 
Mr. FRAZIER introduced a bill (S. 7743) for the relief' of 

the estates of W. M. Purcell and Martha Purcell, deceaSed; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. HALE inh·oduced the following bills; which were sever
ally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee · 
on Pensions : 

A bill ( S. 77 44) granting a pension to Josephine Brackett; 
and 

A bill (S. 7745) granting an increase of pension to Frederick 
Wood. · 

:Mr. CLAPP introduced a bill. (S. 7746) to authorize West
ern Power Company to construct a dam across the Rainy Lake 
River; which was read twice by _its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. . 

He also introduced a bill (S. 7747) for the relief of the Min
nesota and Ontario Bridge Company; which was read twice by. 
its title. and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

1\ir. MONEY inh·oduced the following bills; which were sev-
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erally read twice by their titles, and. with the accompanying pa
pers, referred to the Committee on Claims: 

A bill (S. 7748) for the relief of -the estate of Louisa Harper, 
decea ed; 

A bill (S. 7749) for the relief of the estate of Rebe<!ca E. Sex-
ton, deceased; . 

A bil l (S. 7750) for .the relief of the estate of .Jacob Oates, de
cease~ : 

A lJiH (S. 7751) for the relief of the estate of Jo~n Housten, 
decen£ed; 

A bill (S. 7752) for the relief of the estate of M. W. Ham, de
- ceasetl ~ 

A bill (S. 7753) for the relief of the heirs of Charles T. Alex
ander and Jane B. Alexander, deceased; and 

A bill ( S. 7754) for the relief of the estate of Elizabeth Hemp
hill, deceased. 

1\fr. PERKINS. introduced a bill (S. 7755) granting an in
crea e of pension to Henry T. Powell ; which was read twiee by 
its title. and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Coll1Il'.l t t€e on P ensions. 

l\Ir. ~IONEY introduced a bill (S. 7756) for the relief. of the 
estate of John F. Byars; deceas.ed; which was read twice by its 
title, ana referred to the Committee on Claims. 

l\1r. SUTHERLA..~D introduced a bill (S. 7757) for the relief 
of Indinns residing in the United States, and for other purposes-; 
wlti cll was read t\vice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
o:q Indian Affairs. 

A.liiENDMENTS TO APP.ROPRIATION BILLS. 

1\Ir. TELLER submitted an amendment authorizing Nicey 
Haikey, a full-blooded Creek Indian, to sell or encumber her 
interest in c~rtain lands in the Creek Nation, Indian Territory, 
etc., intended to be proposed by him to the Indian appropriation 
bi..Jl; which was ordered to be printed, and, with the accompany
ing p3pers, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. RAYNER submitted an amendment pro1:..osing to appro- · 
priate $3,000 for grading and constructing a retaining wall and 
for miscellaneous work at tlle post-office at Annapolis, 1\id., in
tended to be proposed by him to the urgent deficiency appropria
tion bill; whicll was referred to the Committee on Appropria
tions, and ordered to lle printed. 

Mr. SMOOT submitted an il.mendment proposing to increase 
the allowance for clerks in the office of the surveyor-general of 
Utah from $9,000 to $10,000, intended to be IJI'Ol10sed by him to 
the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, a.nd ordered · 
to be printed. · 

Mr. ANKENY submitted an amendment relative to the deposit 
of moneys in banks to the credit of individual Indians, etc., in
tended to be · propo ed by him to the Indian appropriation bill ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO submitted an amendment proposing to 
appropriate $150,000 for the acquisition of not exceeding 50 
acres of land near or .adjoining Fort Taylor, Key West, Fla., in
tended to be proposed by him to the Army appropriation bill ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

l\1r. FORAKER submitted .an amendment proposing to appro
priate $2,000 for the purchase of flags for use on Memorial Day 
in decorating th~ graves of soldiers and sailors of the Union 
Army buried in southern national cemeteries, etc., intended to 
be proposed by him to the legislative, executive, and judicial ap
propriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on Ap
propriations, and ordered to be printed 

OMNIBUS CLAIMS BILL. 

Mr. LODGE submitted a.n amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the omnibus clai.m$ bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ADDRESS nY SECRETARY OF STATE AT KA SAS CITY, MO. 

Mr. CULLOM. I ask leave to have printed as a document an 
addres~ by Hon. Elihu Root berore the T1·ans-l\Iississippi Com
mercial Congress, Kansas City, Mo., Tuesday, November 20, 
190G. It is a very important document on a very live question 
jus~ now, and I should be glad to have it printed as a document. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is .so ordered. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A m~sage from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROW NING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
a bill (H. R. 23551) making appropriation for tbe support of 
the Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1908 ; in which it 
requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

·The message also .requested the Senate to furnish the House 

of Representatives with a duplicate certified copy , of an en· 
grossed bill (S. 4926) for the relief of Etienne De P. Bujac, the 
original bill having been lost. 

The message further announced that the House had pa..qged a 
concurrent resolution requesting the President to return the bill 
(H. R. 18214) granting an increase of pension to John Ingram; 
in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The message also .announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the following em·olled bills; and they were thereupon · 
signed by the Vice-President: 

H. R. 21202. An act fixing the time for homestead entrymen 
on lands embraced in the Wind River or Shoshone Indian Reser
vation 'to establish residence on same; and 

H. R. 21951. An act to authorize the Alabama, Tennessee and 
Northern Railroad Company to construct a bridge. across the 
Tombigbee River, in the State of Alabama. 

GENERAL SERVICE PENSIO ~s. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there are no concurrent or other 
resolutions, the morning business is closed. 

l\Ir. McCUMBER. I ask the Chair to lay before the Senate 
Senate bill 976. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays the bill before the 
Senate. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed _the con
sideration of the bill (S. 976) granting pensions to certain en
listed men, soldiers, and officers who served in the war o.f the 
rebellion, which had ·been reported from . the Committee on Pen
sions with an amendment in the nature of a substitute. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I understand that the Senator from Mis
souri [Mr . . WARNEB] is prepared to make some remarks upon the 
bill at the present time. 

l\lr. W A..Rl~ER. The matter was thoroughly presented by .the 
Senator from North Dakota [1\Ir. l\IcCUMBEB], and if the Senate 
is ready to vote upon the measure I certainly do not wish to 
occupy a moment of the time of the Senate. 

·Mr. McCUMBER. I am not prepared to state whether anyone 
wants to make any remarks on it. · I certainly am myself pre-
pared to vote on it, l\fr. President, at the present time. ·. 

l\Ir . . GALLINGER. Will the Senator from Missouri yield to 
me for a moment? · 

hlr. WARNER. I will yield to the Senator from New Hamp
shlre. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, during the consideration of 
this bill u few days ago I submitted an amendment making the 
amount precisely what the Grand Army. committee on pensions 
has heretofore recommended. But since then I -have talked 
with quite a number of Grand Army men in whom I have great 
confidence, and they have urged that if we are to pass a service 
pension bill at all it is going to make comparatively little 
difference ~u the cost whether the bill is passed in the form 
originally presented or with the amendment I offered. It -wlll 
make no difference to start with; It will simply increase the 
amount slightly a:s the soldiers grow older and become more 
incapacitated for earning a living, and I agree that as the sol
diers grow old and feeble they ought to be more and more gener
ously cared for. 

For that reason, Mr. Pre.sident, I rise for the purpose of with
drawing the amendment that I offered to the bill, and hope it 
will pass in its original forP1. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from New Hampshire 
withdraws his amendment. · · 

Mr. McCU:;\IBER. Then, if the Senate is ready to vote on the 
bill, I will ask f_or a vote. 

TJle VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment in the natm·e of a substitute reported Dy tile Com-
mittee on Pensions. · -

l\lr. SPOONER. Let it be read again. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The· Secretary will read the amend

ment, at the request of the Senator from 'Visconsin. ' 
Tlle SECRETARY. The corllinittee propose to strike out all afte1· 

the enacting clause and insert: 
That any person who served ninety days or more in the· military 

or naval service of the United ::)tates during the late war Qf the 
rebellion, and who has been honorably discharged therefrom, and who 
has reached the age of 62 years or over, shall, upon making proof 
of such facts according to such rules and regulations as the Secretary 
of tbe Interior may provide, be placed upon the pension roll, and be 
entitled to r eceive a pension as fellows: In case such person bas 
reached the age of 62 years, $12 per month; 70 years, $15 per month ; 
75 vears or ov('r, $20 per month; and such pension shall commence 
from the date of the filing of the application in the Bm·('au of Pen
sions after the passage and approval of this act: Pt·ot'ided, That pen
sioners who are 62 years of age or over, and who are now receiving 
pensions under existing laws, or whose claims are pending in the 
Bureau of Pensions, may, by application to the Commissioner of Pen-



92~ CONGRESSIO~AL ~EQORD-SENAT]f. JANUARY 11, 
.. - --- -- - ..... -~ -

sions in such form as he may prescribe, receive the benefits of this act ; 
and ~othin<r herein contained shall prevent any pensioner or person 
entitled to a pension from prosecuting his claim and receiving · a pen
sion under any other general or special act : Provided, That n_o per
son shall receive a pension under any other law at th~ same time o,r 
for the same period that be is receiving a pension u~der the provi
sions of this act: P 1·o.vided f-urther, That no person who IS now or sh?-ll 
hereafter receive a greater· pension under any other gener~l. or speci~l 
lnw than he would be entitled to receive under the prov1s10ns herem 
shall be pensionable under this net. 

SEc. 2. That rank in the service shall not be considered in applica
tions filed hereunder. 

l\Ir. CULBERSON. 1\Ir. President, I desire to ask the Senator 
in charge of the bill if this is a unanimous report from the com
mittee. 

l\fr. McCUMBER. The bill was unanimously reported. 
l\fr. CULBERSON. 'l'bere is no minority report, therefore? 
1\Ir. 1\IcCUl\IBl<J}.t. There is no minarity report. 
l\Ir. SPOONER I believe on a previous occasion the Sena

tor from North Dakota made a statement of the amount in
volved, but I did not bear his estimate of the increased expendi
ture under the bill. 

Mr . .McCUMBER. It is pretty bard to estimate. The esti
mate was made about a year ago and it is given in tb~- reports. 
'.rhe estimate was that if all would make application at the pres
ent time and would immediately draw the pension, it would be 
about $10,000,000, as I remember, without taki~g into ~onsi~era
tion the unknown army, which might possibly brmg It to 
$15,00Q,OOO. But as the Senator _will s~e it_ will take some years 
for the beneficiaries to make their appllcatwns. 

1\fr. CULBERSON. I was not able to bear the inquir~ of the 
Senator from Wisconsin, and I may therefore repeat It to. a 
degree but I should be glad if the Senator in charge of the bi11 
would 'tel1 us about bow much in round figures it would increase 
the pension expenditures of the Government annually. 

Mr. 1\IcCUl\IBER I have just made that statement, but ·1 
will repeat it for the penefit of tbe Senator f~om Texas .. The 
estimate was made about a year ago. .At that t1me· tlle e t1mat~ 
without considering the unknown army, was to tlle effect that 1f 
everyone who would be Mfected by the bill could draw a pen ion 
immediately it would amount tQ. about $10,~00,000. .l\ly. own 
judgment is that it may increase the _expenditures from SIX to 
se-ven or eicrht millions during the commg year. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President, one more inq~1ir~ of the 
Senator. I will ask the Senator if the effect of the bill IS not to 
provide a service pension, pure and simple, after the age of 62 
is reached? 

Mr. 1\fcCU.l\fBER. Upon application. In other word~, the 
pension does not follow as a matter of course, but the clmmant 
must make application to the Bureau. 

Mr. HALE. 1\lr. President, there a~·e no. provisions, ~o far 
as I can tell by listening to the readmg, ~1tber regulat.mg or 
restraining the payment of fees by the pensiOner t~ pensw~ a~
torneys and agents. This being so easy a process, If the b_Jll IS . 
rmssed, as it will be, it ought not to be left so tJ;Iat the pens_wner 
falls into the bands of a pension attorney and IS bled by him to 
a large extent for fees and services. . . 

I ask the .Senator in charge wbeth~r the gel?-eral proyisions 
relating to the protection of the pens~oner :;tgmnst penswn a~
t01;neys are ample to protect the penswn~r 111 the . case of. t~ns 
llill, and does the Senator believe that without some pr_ovi~IOn 
in this new bill the pensioner, as be must make applicatiOn, 
will be left at the mercy of some pensi~n a_ttorney who ac~s for 
him~ I should like to hear the Senators v1ews on that pomt. 

M~·- McCUMBER. 1\fr. President, I .am free to sa~ that I 
consider the law as it now stands upon the statute book m ref~r
ence to attorneys sufficiently applic~ble to all cases. ~ut I will 
not be certain that it is, and I certamly should not obJect to the 
insertion of the same provision that i~ in. the law of 1890 and 
has been i some other law .. ~n the bi_ll 111 referenc~ to nu:t's~s 
we added it as a special prOY"lSIOn, and It can also be Inserted m 
the pending bill. , 

Mr. HALE. If the Senator, who bas :;til the papers and stat
utes relating to this matter, can turn t~ It--

1\Ir. McCUMBER. I have the laws ngbt here .. 
. . l\fr. HALE. .And will move an amendment ·I will be yery glad 
to vote for it. 

Mr. McCUMBER. If the Senator will grant me a moment I 
will get it. 

Mr HALE. Certainly. 
1\lr. McCU~IBER. I move as an amendment, upon the sug

o-esti~n of the Senator from Maine, to add at the end of the bill 
~ new section, w hicb will provide as follows : . 

Tbat no pension attorney, cl!lim agent, _or other ~erson shaH_. b! en
t'tl d to receive any compensatiOn for servtces rendered in secmm, !he 
i~tl?oduction of a bill or the passage thereof t~r~mgh Congyess grantmg 
pension or increase of pension under thC: provtstons of thts law. 

Mr. HALE. That does not coy-er It. 

Mr. W .ARNER . . It should provide that be should have no fee 
for presenting the claim to the· Bureau of Pensions. 

Mr. HALE. Yes; that is all that will be necessary. 
Mr. TELLER. I wish to suggest to Senators who have the 

:floor that we are entirely ignorant on this side as to what is . 
going on except that we understand the pension bill is up. That 
is the only explanation we have bad so far . · 

l\lr. HALE. We are trying to perfect ail amendment that wi!l 
protect the pensioner f~·om having an attorney fee exacted of 
him, and it takes a little time to get at it. 

l\Ir. TELLER. What I want is that the Senators who are oc
cupying the :floor and taking part in the proceedings shall speak 
loud enough to overcome the confusion and noise in the Cham
ber so that we may hear something on tllis side. 

1\Ir. HALE. When we get the amendment perfected, which 
I think a valuable amendment and one that will command the 
support of the Senator from Colorado, we will have it read from 
the desk in a voice loud enough so that every one will under
stand it. There is a little delay, becau e we " ·ere getting the 
statutes in order to perfect the amendment. 

1\lr. '!'ELLER. It is barely possible that we might afford 
some assistance in preparing the amendment, if we had an op-
portunity. · 

l\Ir. HALE: The Senator will have all the opportunity in tt.e 
-u-orld after it is read from the .desk. It may be quite likely an 
incomplete amendment when it goes there, and I should he 
YH'Y glad to have the assistance of the veteran Senator from 
Colorado in making the amendment a very good and completf' 
one. The Senator in charge · of the bill will present it so 
that it can be read at the desk, and then all of us can under
stand it. 

l\lr. WARNER. I would offer the following, to be added as a 
new section to the bill : 

SEC.-. That no pension attorney, claim agent, or other per84?11 
shall be entitled to receive any compensation for services rendered m 
securing or presenting a pension claim under this act. · 

:Mr. GALLINGER. That covers it. 
l\Ir. IIALE. That will cover it. 
The VICE-PRESIDEN·r. 'rhe amendment to the amendment 

will be stated. · 
The SECRETARY. It is proposed to add a new section, to be 

known as section 3, to read as follows : _ 
SEC. 3-. That no pension attorney, claim agent, or other person shall 

be entitled to receive any compensation for services r endered in secur
in?: or presenting a pension claim under this act. 

1Ur. HALE. Lea-ve .out the word" securing." 
l\fr. :McCUMBER. "For presenting." 
1\fr. HALE. "For presenting to the Pension Bureau a claim 

under this act." 
1\Ir. SPOONER. Would not that be so broad that it might 

lea-ve it so that attorneys could not be paid for presenting a 
claim, but might be paid for securing it? 

· 1\Ir. W .ARNER. The words " for presenting or securing " 
would cover it, according to my idea. 

l\lr. 1\IcCUl\IBER. As read at first it was correct. 
1\Ir. HALE. I was wrong about it. 
1\Ir. TELLER. I think- it might be improved by inserting · 

some provision that they should not recover for any services 
rendered. It seems to me that that would be better than to 
say for securing a claim. . 

JUr. HALE. Let it be read by the Secretary: 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secreta ry, at the request of 

the Senator from Maine, will again read the amendment. 
The Secretary read as follows : 
SEc. 3. That no pension attorney, claim agent, ~r other perso? shall 

be entitled to recetve any compensation ~or services 1:endered m ~re
senting any claim to the Bure!:l.u of l'cnswns or securwg a~y penswn 
under this act. · 

l\fr. HALE. The word " securing " is there. 
1\Ir. TELLER. That is right. 
l\lr. McCUMBER. .As the Secretary ·read it the word "and" 

was used instead of "or." I think "or" should be used, so as 
to read "in presenting any claim to the Bureau of Pensions or 
securing any pension under this act." 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment to the amendment 
will be so modified. The _ question is on agreeing to the amend
ment to tbe amendment as modified. 

The amendment to the amendment as modified was agreed to. 
.Mr. BERRY. I was not present when the Senator from 

North Dakota . spoke upon the biB, and I wi b to inquire 
whether the bill refers alone to soldiers in the civil . war, or 
does it include the Mexican war and the Indian wars? 

Mr. McCUMBER. It refers only to the sqldiers of the civil 
war. The Senate bas already passed a bill , which is now in 
the other House, granting to the survivors of the Mexican war 
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a pension of. $20 per month, and sp~cial bills have been passed 
for the benefit of the sm·vivors of the Indian wars. So the 
pending bill refers only to the veterans of the civil war. 

Mr. BERRY. "'"hat provision does it make for the Spanish
'Americun war? 

Mr. McCUMBER. No provision whatever, because <it is not 
intended to cover those cases. They are all covered by the 
general law. 

:Mr. GALLINGER. And are young men. 
Mr. McCUMBER. And they are still young men for the most 

. part. 
Mr. BERRY. And they have the·-same rights? This proposed 

law does not repeal the present law which affects them? 
Mr. McCUMBER. It does not. 
Mr. BERRY. Does the Senator say that so far as the soldiers 

of the Mexican war are concerned, he believes they will be pro
vided for at $20 a month? 

Mr. McCUMBER. I should certainly hope that that would 
be the case. The bill has passed the Senate, and, of course:, it 
is in the other House for action. 

Mr. BERRY. If, however, the House should fail to pass the 
bill providing for the soldiers of the . Mexican war, then the 
pending bill would give the soldiers of the civil war more than 
is now received by soldiers of the Mexican war? 

Mr. McCUMBER. It would give those who are above 70 
years of age more, but by the bill which has already passed the 
Sennte, pensioning survivors of the Mexican war without refer
ence to age, they will receive the highest amount that could be 
receiYed under this bill after a claimant has reached the age of 
75 years. 

Mr. CARMACK. Mr. President--
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from North Da

kota yield to the Senator from .Tennessee? 
Mr. McCUMBER. Certainly. 
Mr. CARMACK. · What would be the objection to including 

.the terms of the bill now pending in the other House, providing 
a pension for soldiers of the Mexican war in this bill, thus pro
viding for the soldiers of both wars together? 

1\Ir. McCUMBER. Inasmuch as we had already passed in the 
Senate a bill providing for the soldiers of the Mexican war, it 
did not seem appropriate that we should adopt the same provi
sion again before the other House had an opportunity to act 
upon that bill. We should at least give the other House the op
portunity to act upon that bill, and if they then prefer to put 
that provision in this bill, which probably might be the case, it 
would be a proper thing for them to do, if they do not wish to 
pass it separately. · 

1\Ir. CARMACK. I should like to offer that as an amendment 
to this bill. 

1\fr. BERRY. The Senator from North Dakota [Mr. McCuM
BER], as I understand, has stated that the bill pensioning sol
diers of the Mexican . war was passed by the Senate at the last 
session. 

Mr. McCUMBER. It passed the Senate at the last session. 
Mr. BERRY. If I could get a copy of that bill giving soldiers 

of the Mexican war $20 a month, to save time in preparing the 
amendment separately, I should like to offer it as an amend
ment to the pending bill; so that if the bill providing for the 
soldiers of the Mexican war does not pass the other House and 
this bill does pass, those soldiers may also be provided for. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will say to the Senator from .Arkansas 
that that is a bill that I introduced and which the Committee 
on Pensions agreed to. The Senator may get a copy of it by 
sending to the document room. 

Mr. BERRY. I will send for a copy of the bill passed at the 
last session increasing the . pension of soldiers of the Mexican 
war. 
· Mr. GALLIN(.}ER. ·Mr. P1~esident, inasmuch as I am goino- to 
vote for the pending bill, I think we ought to have no conc~al
ment in referel).ce to the cost, and I wish to read from a report 
made by the Committee on Pensions a portion of a letter sent 
to that committee, under date of March 28, 1906, by the present 
Commissioner of Pensions, in which he says: · 

Referring to your question as to what extent such an act would in
crease the pension appropriation on account of the pensioners now on 
the rolls, it would seem that an additional appropriation of $10 714 400 
per year would be required to pay the increased rate provided by' the 
bill to the soldiers now on the pension roll. 

From an estimate made by the Wa,r Department in 1896, it would ap
pear that on June 30, 1906, there w1ll be 782,722 survivors of the civil 
war, and as the number of pensioners on the rolls at that date will not 
be over 675,000, there will then be over 100,000 survivors of the civil 
war not yet pensioned. 

This uncertain factor should be taken into account in preparing any 
estimates as to the number of beneficiaries and the cost of enactment 
of legislation, but it is manifestly impossible for this Bureau to state 
even approximately how many of these soldiers would apply for original 
pension under the bill, and equally impossible to estimate the additional 

cost that would be produced by such application. It is safe to r;ay that 
under the terms of the bill at least one-third of the " unknown army "-

That is the 100,000 not on the pension rolls-
would file applications _during the coming year, and that an additional 
appropriation of $4,000,000 would be required to pay them for the com
ing fiscal year, making a total cost of the proposed legislation for the 
year of about $15,000,000. · · 

The same additional amount would have to be added to the pension 
appropriation for some years; probably five years to come. 

The Senator from North Dakota [Mr. ~fcCmrBEB] properly 
says that these men will not all apply at once and that they 
will not all be granted pensions probably during the first year ; 
so that it is likely that the estimate is- somewhat b.igb. An
other thing, it was made a year ago, and there. has been great 
mortality among the soldiers 1?ince then. The chances are, 
therefore, that the first cost will be somewhere in the vicinity 
of $12,000,000; but even if it costs much more than that it 
ought to be freely granted, as we can not well do too much for . 
the brave men who saved the Government from overthrow. 

Mr. McCUMBER. The Senator stated the estimate, as I un
derstood, at $12,000,000 when all of them shall have made their 
applications. . 

1\Ir. GALLI~GER. Most of them. 
Mr. McCUMBER. Well, that is practically the same as I 

stated some time ago. Possibly it may run up to $15,000,000. 
1\Ir. TELLER. Mr. President, I myself regret that the com

mittee did not extend the benefits of this pension bill to practi
cally all of the soldiers of the late civil war. It comes nearer 
being a service pension; and it seems to me it would have been just 
as well to have made it so. Of course I am not going to inter
fere 'Yith the text of this bill; I am heartily in favor of it; but 
I am not myself staggered, Mr. President, as some Senators ap
pear to be, at the extraordinary expense of $15,000,000 a year. 
It may be that much and it may be a great d.eal more. Our 
pension list is large, and it has been large. It is a payment in 
most cases in accordance with the contract by which the soldier 
entered th'e Army. The soldier entered the Army with the 
agreement upon the part of the Government that, if disability. 
occurred to him during the period of his service by reason of 
such service, fie should be pensioned. I have never considered 
such a pension as a gtatuity. I have considered it as a debt as 
sacred as the public debt, and I believe that is the feeling of the 
people of the United "States. I do not believe you can find any' 
considerable number of people in the United States who are · 
finding fault with the pension list. I do . not believe any ad
ministration-though I believe it has been attempted in one 
or two instances-e_ver derived any benefit from an attempt to 
decrease or keep- down the pension list. · · 

Mr. President, we may never have another war. I hope we 
may not; yet we may, and in the nature of things I' suppose it 
is very probable we shall have. We will not pay, ·and no ,na
tion ever did, laborer's wages to the men who go to war. We 
furnished them with their food and clothing during the war, 
and we gave them, I believe, about $13 a month. During part 
of that time, Mr. President, the $13 we paid them was worth 
less than $7 in gold The prices which bad to be paid by the 
soldiers' families at home for . the commodities they used went 
often seven or eight times as high as prices had been when the 
soldiei·s entered the service. I might Cite a single instance 
which I looked at the other day. During the war the average 
price of cotton cloth which was used in the ordinary soldier's 
family was about 30 cents a yard. It went as high as 45 
cents at _one time, but on an average the price was 29 cerits 
and a fraction from the time the war began until its close. 

Mr. President, that is but a fair sample of the prices of every-· 
thing . which the soldier's family -consumed. I know, and you 
know, that the money paid to the soldier did not support his 
family at home, and that in a great many cases those families 
became a public charge; and, if not a public charge, a charge 
upon their friends and their neighbors. Such at least was the 
case in the section of country in which I live. · · 

Mr. President, every little while some man foots up the tre
mendous expense of our pension roll. Those who do that for
get to foot up · the ·expenses incurred in war ; they forget how 
very expensive all wars are. Every nation in the world when 
it goes to war knows that it is to be calJed upon for .a vast ex
penditure of money. 

I do not care, Mr. President, to go into the details of this 
subject, except to say, as I have repeatedly said here, that no 
man bas a right to complain of the pension roll, and if the pas
sage .of this bill should require the expenditure of $15,000,000 
a year, or $20,000,000 ~ year, or $25,000,000 a year, why, Mr. 
President, that would be a mere bagatelle compared with our· 
vast expenditures, and when you consider the class of some of 
our eXpenditures. · . 

Since we have got to be a great nation and a world power we 
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ought at least to be willing to· take care of the men who made 
us such. It was not the Spanish war that made us such, but 

· when we establislled tlle fact that the American flag should 
float unque tioned and undi tm·bed over every mile of Amer
ican territory-that is when we became a world power, :Mr. 
Pres ident. We had not been up to that time, though we had 
been to a "Teat degree even then; but that solidified us and 
ettled the question of American sovereignty and American con

trol of all tlle territory tllat we had ever claimed to be ours. 
Mr. President, since tllat time we have been engaged in an

other war-not a very great war, and yet a war that has 
brought upon us an expenditure,. which, if continued as it has 
been will increase in a few years beyond even what the civil 
war cost. No man llere can tell what the Spanish war co t. 
It co:t some things that can not be counted in money. What 
the afterrnatll may be no man up to this time is able to say. 
If _we ar~ to take pos-=ession of Cuba and control it and exercise 
pon·er m·er it, as some in ist we must, and we are to continue 
tlle control of those island of tlle Pacific sea at such a rate of 
expenditure as has been going on for ten years past, or nearly 
tllat, it will not be long before the cost will be .greater than even 
that of the civil '"ar. · 

Mr. Pre ·ident, I do not myself venture to say "-·hat has been 
the expcn ·e of controlling the Philippine Islands, but a few 
years ago tlle then senior Senator from :Massachusetts, Mr. 
Hoar, demonstrated on this floor that up to that time-and that 
\vas at least five years ago-we had expended $600,000,000; 
and the enior Senator from Texas, a few months later, demon
strafed that we bad E>xpended $650,000,000. Mr. Edwai·d At
kin on, a statistician of a good deal of repute in New England 
nnd in tlle United States generally, three years ago or ·more 
demonstrated that we had expended $800,000,000 in our efforts 
to civilize and enligllten tlle Filipinos. If we continue that 
effort, it will have cost, on an average, more than $100,000,000 a 
year since we ha\e raised our flag in the Philippines. Mr. Presi
dent no man who stands for that ought to he itate for a moment 
to \ote for this bill and gi\e to these soldiers of tlle civil war 
fifteen, twenty,' forty, or even fifty million dollars a year, if 
they need it . 

Mr. President, the State of Colorado, a new State that had 
no ·existence as a State until long after · the clo e of the ci\il 
wa'r, arid hardly an existence as a Territory; supports now within 
her borders, open to every poor soldier who chooses to seek it, 
a Soldiers' Home as a place of final habitation of all that come 
to us. We pay those bills oursel\es, and no man, no matter 
how poor or neglected, who has been in the American Army is 
obliged to go to a pauper . house in that State; and such a man 
ought not to . have to go to such a place in any State in the 
Union. No community ought to allow an ex-soldier of the 
Government of the United States, who took part in that great 
controversy-a controversy, I repeat, 1\Ir. President, of more 
importance than any other civil war ever fought in the world
no State ought to allow such a man to go to a paupers' home 
or a poorhouse. This Government is rich enough and ought to 
be generous enough to give to every old soldier who has passed 
the age of 62 years, who needs it, enough for a living. 
. Mr. SPOONER. It ought to be just enough. 

Mr. TELLER. It oUght to be just enough-that is, the pen
sion . should be sufficient to his needs ; it ought to be enough 
to comport with the character of an American citizen and an 
American soldier, and not a bare pittance to keep him alive. 

I have not counted the cost; I do not intend to count the 
cost· and if any man should demonstrate here that · the cost 
wouid be fifty or a hundred million dollars, I would say let 
us economize somewhere else and give to these old soldiers that 
which they deserve. I believe that an act of that kind would 
meet with the universal approbation of the intelligence of the 
American people. . 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, in reading from the report 
of the committee showing the increase of appropriation that 
would be entailed if this bill should become a law, I had no rmr
pose of raising any objection to the amount, as I then stated. 
I quite agree with the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] that 
if the increased expense involved were a much larger amount 
the time has arrived for a service pension bill for the survivors 
of the late. civil war, and I also agree with the Senator from 
Tennessee [Mr. CARMACK] and the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. 
B~BRY] that the time has fully arrived for increasing the pen
sions of the few survivors-a small remnant-of the war with 
M~~ . 

I · introduced a bill some time ago proposing to increase the 
pensions of those old men to $30 a month. It was amended and 
passed at $20 a . month, and .was sent to the House of Repre
sentati\es. There is a special reason, to my, mind, why the 
soldiers of the war with Mexico should be included in this bill. 

In the ·other· House they hav~ two committees on pensions: -Pei1-
sion bills growing out of the war of 1812 and the war with 
~lexico go to one committee and bill relating to the war since 
tlle war with Mexico go to another committee; so that if we 
pass this cyill without including the :Mexican soldiers ·the bills 
will be in the hands of two committees, and one may be reported 
out and passed and the other may not. 

'J'he Mexican survivors are but a remnant-a \ ery small 
remnant-of those who fought in that war. In 190i:i. on June 
30, there were 4,540 remaining soldiers of the war n·ith ~Iex i o. 
That was all. 

Mr. CARMACK. How many? 
Mr. GALLINGER. Forty-five hundred and forty; and tlley 

were dying with great rapidity. Six hundred and eigllty of 
them died 9-uring the fi cal year ending June 30, 1905, and in 
the six months following June 30, 1905, GOO more died. So that 
it is entirely within the bounds of probability to say that there 
are not more than 3,000 of those · soldier remaining at tlle 
present time. Some of them are on the pen ion roll now under 
special acts at rates ranging from $20 to _'30 per month. Tiley 
are all beyond the age of 75, and if tlley are included in this 
bill, they will all get $20 per month. If there are 3 000 of thew, 
the only addition to the bill will be $280,000 to start with, and 
their pensions will be wiped out in a very few years, probaiJly 
almost entirely so in five years. So tllat I llope the amend.meut, 
which I understand the Senator from Tenne. ee Ll\lr. ARMACKl 
is to offer to the bill to include tlle soldiers of tlle war with 
Mexico, may be agreed to unanimously, and tllat it may bec:ome a 
part of the bi 11. 

Mr. CAIU\lACK obtained the floor. 
· Mr. McCUMBER. 1\lr. President--

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Tennes~ec 
yield to tlle Senator from North Dakota? 

l\Ir. ~IcC UBER. I ask the Senator to allow me .in t to make 
an explanation. 

:Mr. CARMA K. I yield to the Seuator. 
Mr. McCU IBER. ~Ir. I're ident, I merely de ire to eall at

tention to the fact that we have just passed a bill through the 
Senate providing for a pension of $20 to each of the surviYor:s of 
the war with Mexico. The pending bill wa reported la t 
April. Had the bill in regard to the Mexican war \eteran run 
a long as this and been reported at tlle pre ent time, we wouhl 
undoubtedly have included tlle Mexican war Yeterans 'vitbin 
tlle proTisions of the pending bill. I have no objection to the 
amendment, but am inclined to agree to have it inserted. 

::\Ir. CA.IUlA.CK. Mr. President, on page 2, line 23, of the bill, 
after the n·ord " rebellion," I moYe to insert "or in the Mexican 
war." 

~lr. l\lALLORY. 1\lr. President, I should like to call the at
tention of the Senator from Tennessee to the fact that under the 
present Mexican pension law the pensioner is required to llave 
served only sixty days. The pending bill requires a service of 
ninety days. I suggest that the Senator frame his amendment 
so as to meet that condition. · 

1\lr. CARMACK. I will do that, 1\lr. President. In the mean
while, I have another amendment I want to suggest to the chair
man of the committee. 

l\Ir. McCUMBER. I sllould like to have the amendment which 
the Senator has just offered stated, so that we may see how the 
bill will read when it is inserted. 

Mr. CARMACK. In view of the suggestion of the Senator 
from Florida [l\Ir. MALLORY] I will change the amendment o as 
to read as follows : 

That any person who served ninety days or more in the military or 
naval service of the United States during the late civil war or sixty 
days in the Mexican war--

l\Ir. WARNER. 1\fr. President, I have no objection in the 
world to, but am heartily in favor of, the amendment for the 
Mexican war veterans, and hope it will be passed unanimously 
by this body, but, in order to save this matter, why not, instead 
of the amendment that is now offered, strike out" ninety" where 
it occurs in the bill and insert "sixty;" so that the same service 
provision will apply both to the civil and the Mexican war vet
erans? 

1\fr. CARMACK. I was not attempting to change the report 
of the committee with respect to the soldiers of the civil war, 
but simply to make the provision with respect to soldiers of the 
l\Iexican war conform to the provision of the existing law with 
reference to them. The law now pro\ides a service of sixty days 
for soldiers in the Mexican war. 

l\Ir. WARNER. I will say to the Senator from Tennes ee 
that I am not insisting upon my suggestion at all. Personally, 
I think ninety days is a short enough term Qf service, but it hris 
been sixty days with reference to the Mexican soldiers. I have 
no objection to the amendment. 

• 
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Mr. CARMACK. I leave it sixty days with reference to the 
1\IexiCan· soldiers. 

Mr. W A.RNER. Yes ; I understand. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will state the amend

ment proposed by the Senator from Tennessee. 
The SECRETARY. On page 2, line 23. after the word "rebel

lion," it is proposed to insert the words "or sixty days in the 
Mexican war," so that, if amended, the paragraph would re~d: 

That any person who set·ved ninety days or more in the military :or 
naval service of the United States during the late war of the rebellion 
or sixty days in the Mexican war, and who has been honorably dis
charged therefrom, etc. 

_ Mr. ·GALLINGER. I suggest to the Senator that he say" the 
war with Mexico " instead of " the Mexican war." 

Mr. CARMACK. I was following the language of the other 
bill. However, let it read "war with Mexico." 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be so modified. 
The question is on agreeing to the amendment as modified. 

The amendment as modified was agreed to. 
Mr. BACON obtained the floor. 
l\Ir. CARMACK. Mr. President--
Tbe VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Georgia 

yield to the Senator from Tennessee? 
Mr. BACON. Yes. . 

. / Mr. CARMACK. Mr. President, I was going to suggest an
V other amendment, and that is that instead of the "war of the 

rebellion" it be made to read "civil war." That is the term, 
I think, usually employed. ·u would not be my definition of the 
war exactly-neither expression would-but the term usually 
employed is the "civil war." It is employed in all official docu
ments, I think, in the President's messages and elsewhere. I 
move that amendment. · 
. Mr. BACON. Mr. President, that was the amendment which 
I had risen· to offer wh(m I yielded the floor to the Senator from 
Tennessee. 

~r. OVERMAN. I understood it was the understanding in 
the committee that the word " rebellion " should be stricken 
out. 

Mr. CARMACK. I call the attention of the chairman of the 
committee to the amendment I propose. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Tennessee will be stated . . 

The SECRETARY. On page 2, line 22, before the word " war," 
it is proposed to insert "civil," and in line 23, to strike out the 
words "of the rebellion." · 

Mr. BACON. I suggest that the amendment, rather, should 
be that wherever the words " war of the rebellion " occur in the 
bill they shall be stricken out and ~he words " civil war " in
serted in lieu thereof. '.fhat would include the title and the 
body of the bill. It occurs several times. 

Mr. CARMACK. I do not think it occurs elsewhere. 
Mr. McCuMBER. I have no objection to the amendment. 

The usua1 term that has been used heretofore was " war of the 
rebellion." · 

The VICE-PRESIDEN'.r. The Senator from North · Dakota 
accepts the amendment. 

Mr. MONEY. Mr. President, before the Senator accepts that 
amendment I have a suggestion to make. I think it should be 
"war between the States,'' as it was a war betWeen the States. 
It was in no sense a civil war; it was a war between sovereign 
States, and if you want historical accuracy, instead of being 
·called "war of the rebellion" or "civil war "-neither of which 
it was, but a war between the States-it ought to be called by 
that term. I suggest that the amendment be amended so as to 
call it the " war between the States." 

• Mr. CARMACK. I said, Mr. President, in offering this amend
ment, that I did not offer it as embodying what I considered a 
correct definition or description of that war; but I was simply 
conforming to what I believe. has been the best practice and the 
usual descriptive words as employed in legislation and in official 
documents. · 

Mr. SCOTT. We can not hear the remarks of the Senator 
. from Tennessee. 
· Mr. MONEY. I was not criticising the Senator. 

Tha VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Tennessee is not 

j heard. 
1\Ir. CARMACK. I was just saying that in offering this 

amendment I was not undertaking to give a definition of that 
war that would be satisfactory to myself. I said that in offer-
ing the amendment. But I have no_ hope that the Senate would 
accept any definition tllat I might give. I was simply trying 
to make the language of the act conform to what I believe has 
been the best practice in legislation generally and in official doc
uments, notably in the President's messages. The war between 
the States is usually spoken of, I think, as the civil war. It 
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sounds a little bit better, I think, ·than "war of the rebellion," 
though I agre_e with the Senator from Mississippi [1\Ir. 1\IoNEY] 
that it was pot a civil war any more than it was a war of rebel
lion. 

Mr. l\IONEY. 1\Ir. President, I did not hear the remarks of 
the Senator from Tennessee [1\Ir. CARMACK] when he offered his 
amendment. I certainly did not intend to criticise his phrase
ology or his understandin.g of what the war was, nor do I intend 
to criticise anybody's understanding of what that war was. I 
should be quite content to have it "the war of the rebellion." 
It makes no difference to me. Words do not change facts at all; 
but as there seems to be an effort here to represent it in ·the 
proper way, in language that belongs to it, it ought to have the 
right name. It should be "the war between the States." It 
was not a civil war and it was not a war of rebellion. It was 
a war between sovereign States, and they each carried their 
own banners, which were captured in war and hav~ been re
stored. 

Ir. McCUMBER. 1\Ir. President--
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does. the. Senator from Mississippi 

yield to the Senator from North ·Dakota? 
Mr. 1\IONEY. Certainly. 
1\lr. McCUMBER. I will state, 1\Ir. President, that· there 

could not be the slightest objection to the use of the term " civil 
war" instead of "war of the rebellion." I think it is probably, 
at this late day at least, the better term to use. But I can not 
agree with the Senator from Mississippi [1\Ir. MoNEY] that the 
designation of " war between the States " would be proper. It 
was not a war between the States; it was a civil war in every 
respect. 1\lany of the States had soldiers on both sides, 'like 
the State of Kentucky. The State of Kentucky was as mtich 
on one side practically as it was on the other. · 
• 1\Ir. GALLINGER. Tennessee and Missouri were the same 
way. 

1\fr. 1\fcCUl\IBER. It was in all respects a civil war. The 
same remark might apply to all the border States, and I am glad 
for one to adopt the new designation of" civil war." · 

1\Ir. TELLER. 1\fr. President, I do not agree with the Sena
tor from Mississippi [1\Ir. 1\IONEY] that this was a war between 
the States. It was a civil war. .As stated by the Senator from 
North Dakota [1\Ir. 1\IcCuMBEB], States that were in amity with 
the Government furnished a very large number of soldiers to 
the Confederacy. Kentucky, Maryland, and Missouri did so. 

Ir. CARl\IACK. Tennessee. 
1\Ir. TELLER. Tennessee. 
1\Ir. CARTER. North Carolina. 
1\Ir. TELLER. North Carolina. So it can not be said to have 

been a war between the States. 
Then, in addition to that, those warring States, if they were 

warring States, entered into a confederacy _and established a 
new government. It may possibly be said that it was a war of 
the Confederacy against the United States, but it was not a 
war of the States. The war was not conducted by the States. 

1\Ir. · President, it is not very material whether you use the 
term ''rebellion" or whether you do not. I insist that the term 
" .rebellion" is a proper term. It describes the condition which 
existed from 1861 to 1865. It may be an offensive term; and 
yet it was a rebellion against the Government of the United 
States. We have called it a civil war. It was a civil war. 
At first there was a disposition to feel that those people were 
not entitled to be treated as warriors under the rules of na
tional war. But it was found to be so great a wa1~ that they 
must be so treated. They were so treated by foreign govern
ments, as well as by our own. 

, When the war closed there was no treaty between the States 
and the General Government. There was no •recognition of 
State lines at all: In every respect the war ·was treated as a 
war o:( citizens of the United States against the General Govern
ment. It will go down in the history of the world as a rebellion 
of States, in the first instance, because the States did act. Then 
it became, in the highest sense of the term, a civil war, a conflict 
between individual citizens of the United States, and upon that 
theory when the war was over the Republican party declared 
that each of those States had practically abandoned its (n;gani
zation. 

Upon that question I do not care to take much time. I was 
disposed myself, although an ·ardent supporter of the war, to 
believe that we ought to have recognized the existence of the 
States, upon the theory that the States had not gone out cf the 
Union at all, and that the difficu1ty had arisen by the action of 
the individual citizenship of the States and not by the States. 

However, the party in power at that time did not so recognize 
the condition and the States were finally brought back into the 
Union, as it was said, which, according to my theory, they JJad 
never been out of. · 
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I do not think it very important whether we call it the war 
of the rebellion or the civil war. I do not believe that now or 
at any other time will we be inclined, or the people of the United 
States will be inclined, to change the character of the war by 
declaring it to hav·e been a war between the States. It was a war 
against the General Government by citizens of the United 
States who were in rebellion against the authority of the General 
Government at that time. 

1\Ir. 1\IONEY. Mr. President, I have not a particle of feeling 
about this matter. As I stated in my remarks, I have no objec
tion to the term "war of t_he rebellion," if Senators wish to use 
it. I merely said that if you are going to change the term, you 
should employ that term which has in its · favor the greatest 
degree of historical accuracy.. It did happen that States with
drew from the Union; that the States raised regiments as States, 
mid that the States appointed officers. It was a war between a 
number of States in the United States and a number of States in 
the Confederacy. I do not consider, having been a rebel from 
start to finish, that there is any particular odium in that phrase. 
George Washington was a rebel. 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 
Mr. 1\IO~EY. And so were all the heroes and patriots who 

established this Government. Some of them were slaveholders, 
including George Washington. 'l'here is nothing opprobrious in 

·the term "war of the rebellion." If it suits the fancy of Sen
ators to call it by that name, it does not hurt me. I am quite 
accustomed to it, and I do not mind. But I was simply sug
gesting phraseology to meet the history of the case better. If 
Senators want to call it the civil war, they can do so. We con
te.t;ld it was not a civil war. It is quite true that men in Ten
nes ee to the number of 32,000 went into the Federal Army, 
and I believe every single Southern State, except the State. of 
Mississippi, furnished a regiment to the Federal Army. Mis~ 
sissippi furnished one, which was called the" Tigers." It was not 
composed of Mississippians, but of the fragments of regiments
the sick and wounded Federal soldiers at Vicksburg. But Mis
sissippi was as wholly rebel, to use a · common phrase, as any 
State could possibly be. 

Kentucky and Maryland and Missouri se.nt the very flower of 
the Confederate army into the field. The best fighting men I 
ever saw came from those States, for the reason that they were 
not compelled to go to the front by local opinion, but went to 
the front contrary to that opinion, as many of them bad to run 
the lines to get there, and they made all kinds of sacrifices. 

I admit that if I had been in Massachusetts I would have 
been in the Federal Army, and· I guess if the Senator from Col
orado [1\.Ir. TELLER] had been living in my town he would have 
been a member of my company ; and I am not at all blaming 
an body .for the attitude he took at that time. 

1\!r. President, I do not want to take up time, but I happened 
to be at the door of the lobby of the Senate one day not long 
ago. It was at the last session, near the··close. There was ex
Senator Blair, of New Hampshire, as gallant a soldier as ever 
\vent to the field, now on crutches as the result of wounds 
inflicted by Confederate soldiers. He was shot three or four 
times. He called to me. I did not recognize him on account 
of my bad sight. We shook hands. I said: "What are you 
doing on ·these sticks, Blah'?" He said: "You fellows hit 
me prf'tty hard three or four times, and it is beginning to tell 
on me .:;ince I have been getting old." He said: "Did we get 
you 7 ·., I said: "Once; not much." He said: "Are you not 
glad you got it?" I said:· "I do not know. .I have not re
gretted it." He said: "I am glad I was hit." We shook 
hand . He aid: "Any man who was worth being hit ought to 
hal'e been there either on one side or the other. If you had 
been in New Hampshire, you would probably have been in my 
regiment." I agreed that it was a great deal a matter of en
vironment. 

I make these remarks to show that I do not care anything 
about the criticism. I make them merely in the interest of 
historical accuracy. 

1\Ir. HALE. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. I wish to ask 
what amendment, if any, is before the Senate? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Tennessee [1\Ir. CARMACK], which will be stated 
by the Secretary. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposoo in line 22, page 2, to insert the 
word " civ1l " before " war ; " and after " war " to strike out the 
words "of the rebellion;" so as to read "during the late civil 
'var." 

Mr. BACON. 1\Ir. President--
Tlle VICE-PUESIDENT. Does the Senator from l\faine yield 

to the Senator from Georgia? 
Mr. HALE. I do not yield the floor. 

. The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Maine declines 
to yield. 

1\Ir. BACON. I wish to correct a statement just made at the 
desk. I wish to. call attention to the fact, for the information 
of the Senator from Maine, that I moved to amend by striking 
out the words" war of the rebellion" wherever they occurred in 
the bill and inserting "civil war." 

Mr. CARMACK. I accept that. 
1\Ir. HALE. · One object I had in rising was to suggest that 

wherever in the bill the words " war of the rebellion " occur 
they be stricken out and the words "civil war'' inserted. 

1\Ir. BACON. Mr. President--
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Georgia is cor

rect. 
Mr. 1\fcCUl\fBER. If I may, I call the attention of both Sena

tors to the fact that the words " war of the rebellion " occur but 
once in the bill. 

1\Ir. BACON. They appear in the title. So the term does 
appear twice. 

1\Ir. 1\lcCUl\IBER. It does appear in the title. 
The VICE-PRESIDE~T. That will llave to be amended after 

the bill shall have been disposed of. 'l'be Chair understood the 
Senator from North Dakota to accept the amendment of the 
Senator from Tennessee, as mo<Ufied by the Senator from 
Georgia. 

l\Ir. McCUMBER. That is accepted. 
1\Ir. HALE. I so understood. 
l\Ir. TALIAFERRO. Mr. President, I wish to state that this 

language, the " war of the rebellion," is improperly in the bill. 
As a member of the committee, when the bill was first being 
considered by the Pension Committee, I suggested that " civil 
war " should be substituted for " war of the rebellion,'' and 
the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. OVERMAN] made the 
motion that .that change be made. The motion was carried in 
the committee, and "civil war" should appear in the bill in
stead of "war of the rebellion." I presume that the words 
" war of the rebellion " got in by some oversight on the part 
of those copying the bill in the committee. I doubt not the 
-chairman 'of the committee will recall the fact. 

1\Ir. 1\IcCU:MBER. Simply replying to the Senator I wm say 
that I remember distinctly that the question was brought up, 
but I think it was in reference to another bill, and the phrase
ology was changed then and there. I think the Senator is in 
error about it applying to this bill. But that was the senti
ment of the committee, and if it was applicable to any other bill, 
it is equally applicable to this, and we accept it now. 

1\Ir. CARMACK. The title of the bill ought to be amended. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. That will come up after the bill is / 

passed. V 
1\lr. CARMACK. 1\Ir. President, I, of course, did not intend to 

precipitate any debate here on the question of the war of seces
sion. If I had, I would have proposed a very different amend
ment from the one I offered. I think there is no profit in such 
discussions. l\fy only object was to have used a term which I · 
believe has become accepted on both sides of the Chamber and 
has been allowed heretofore to go without debate. 

It is needless for me to say that I do not agree with the posi
tion taken by the Senator f1.·om Colorado [1\Ir. TELLER] that it 
was a war of rebellion or a civil war. I do not agree with him 
as to what history will say about it. But nothing we can put 
in this bill will change what history will say upon the subject. 

I remember reading some time ago Lodge's Life of Daniel 
Webster, in which the distinguished Senator from Massachusetts 
said that in the early days of the Republic nobody questioned 
the right of a State to secede from the Union; that such was the 
opinion of the very men who framed the Constitution; and I 
believe that impartial history will say that under the Constitu- V 
tion as it once existed secession was a constitutional right. I 
am g1ad that it is no longer a right. It is a doctrine that never 
will be asserted again and I am very glad of it. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I agree with the Senator from 
Mississippi [Mr. 1\IoNEY] that the term "rebellion" is not a de
grading term. I agree with him that George Washington and 
our other ance tors who fought in the Revolutionary wa:~: were 
rebel against the British Government. 1\Iy ancestors on both 
sides-my father and my mother-were there. It was not 
considered at the close of the late war as a term contemptuous 
to speak of a man as having been a rebel. When a 'man rel>els 
he is a rebel. The right to rebel is the dearest right that a free
man bas. The right of revolution, which includes rebellion, 
is all that is left many times, and it is all that has saved liberty 
to tile human race on innumerable occasions. I only wished to 
have it distinctly understood that the term was de criptive of 
the act. It has l>een so for all times, for hundreds of years. 
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Cromwell and . his soldiers were guilty of rebellion against the 
King as were other Briti h people on different occasions when 
the Government of Great Britain has been disturbed by the 
demands of the people for their dearest and best rights. 

When the late war was over we amended our Constitution, 
and the Senator from Wisconsin calls my attention to it. I had 
forgotten that the words were in the Constitution, but here they 
are. We trea.ted it then as a rebellion. .I am going to read it: 
· No person shall be a Senator or Representative in Congress, or 
elector of President and Vice-President, or hold any office, civil or mil
it;ary, under the United States, or under any State, who, having pre
Vlously taken an oath, as a Member of Congress, or as an officer of the 
United States, or ·as a member of any State legislature, or as an exec
utive or judicial officer of any State, to support the ConstitutiO'D of 
the United States, shall have engaged in insurrectjon or rebellion 
against the same or given aid or comfort to the enemies thereof. But 
Con~ress may by a vote of two-thirds of each House remove such 
disability. 

I know that upon various occasions Congress has removed 
· the disabilities, and the people who were named in the acts 
accepted it. 

Th<; vall~ity of the public debt of the United States, authorized by 
law, mcludmg debts incurred for payment of pensions, and bounties 
for services in suppressing insurrection · or rebellion, shall not be ques
tioned. But neither the United States nor any State shall assume or 
pay any debt or obliO'ation incurred in aid of insurrection or rebeTiion 
against the United States, or any claim for the loss or emancipation 
of any slave; but all such debts, obligations, and claims shall be held 
illegal and void. . 

I do not suppose anybody will on that account attempt to 
change the Constitution, although the term may be objectionable 
to some. I do not believe Senators who engaged in the civil 
war ought to object to being called " rebels " at the time. They 
are not rebels now. I was not in the Army. 'l1he Senator from 
Mississippi thinks that if I bad been in Mississippi I would 
have been with him. Environment determines those questions 
to a great extent. I ha-ve never brought an accusation against 
any man who felt it.his duty to go into the Confederate army, 
and I know that men of· as high character as there are in the 
country, or ever were, went into the Confederate army. I ac
corded to them what the American people accorded to them
honesty of purpose. They were fighting for their convictions. 
I would have been in the Northern Army if I bad remained in 
the State of Illinois a week or ten days longer. I endeavored, 
as the records of the War Department will show, to raise a 
regiment in the State of Colorado, and was told by the Depart
ment that we were too far away; that they could not take 
troops from so great a distance. 

I do not know that any good comes from a discussion of this 
kind-probably it does not-but in the interest of the truth of 
history it is sometimes necessary to say things that otherwise 

- might be left out. 
I wish to say a word or two more. When the war was over, 

I was one of those who felt-I got the idea from a study of 
the history of the world-that it was not possible for us to 
treat our antagonists as public enemies. We could not main
tain here a government such as we supposed we were to main
tain under our Constitution and laws unless we accorded to them 
the full rights of citizenship. We did that in a very short 
time; and no man can charge me with ever hindering or delay
ing or deferring in the slightest degree that era of confidence 
and harmony which now exists. 

Mr. President, the world will always take notice and the 
student of history will take notice of the fact that no people 
ever had a civil war in which the bitterness and · bate of it dis
appeared as they disappeared in thj.s country after the close 
of that greatest of civil wars of any age in the history of the 
world. England, with all her civil wars, was torn and disturbed 
for genei·ations, while to-day there is in one section of our land 
as much fealty to the flag as in any other-, and the men who car
ried their muskets in battles as Confederates are as loyal to 
the Government of the United States and its institutions as 
the men who · fought on the side of the Government. They are 
as proud of om· history. They are as proud of our present con
dition 

When we got through, when the war was over, the world had 
an exhibition of courage and ability such as no nation had ever 
presented, and no man who is an American need to have been 
ashamed, if he was a Confederate, of his northern opponent, 
and no northern man need to have been ashamed of his Confed
erate opponent. Mr. President, ·in the history of the world 
there has never been such a display of com·age as was mani
fested on the battlefields that I could name, not one battlefield, 
but numerous battlefields. The cold steel, that is seldom felt 
in battle, was on hundreds of occasions presented to the breasts 
of the combatants on both sides, and they fought like Americans, 
and when the war was over they submitted ·like Americans, and 
we have been living and will continue to live in all future time 

as Americans, for that great cause of disturbance, which could 
only probably 'have been got rid of by war, no longer disturbs 
us and there is nothing to prevent the American people, eighty 
millions of them, from being harmonious and homogeneous. 
Great as the war was, and as much as it cost, the price was none 
too great to pay for the final consolidation and conciliation of 
the American people a:nd the spectacle we now present to the 
world of a people not divided, but united. . 

. Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I do not desire to say anything 
on this occasion that would tend in any manner to disturb the 
very gratifying condition of harmony which exists throughout 
the Republic or the marked fraternal relations now found among 
Senators in this Chamber, a!ld I would say nothing at this time 
but for the fact that for the second time the Senator from Colo-
rado [.Mr. TEI.J..ER] bases his contention upon what he expresses 
as his desire that the truth of history shall be -spoken and- be 
recorded. It iR solely for that purpose that I say a few words 
upon the subject as to what should be the proper designation of 
the war. 

I think that in this bill the language that bas been agreed 
upon, viz, "the civil war," is the proper language, . because it is 
the generally accepted language. 1 think the war in some 
senses was a civil war; in other senses it certainly was a war 
between the States, and the . fact that the victorious party 
assumed that the result of that war was an overthrow of the 
government of those States substantiates that view. 

But I think in a larger view it was a civil war, and that is 
the accepted language, and I think it is the proper language to 
be used in this bill. 

But, sir, what I rose particularly to say is that I do not think 
the term "rebellion" is a proper designation of that war, nor 
have I any belief or apprehension that history will so record it. 
-u it is not a proper designation the word "rebellion" should not 
be permitted to remain in this bill. It should be stricken out, 
and the words "civil war" should be substituted therefor. It 
is true, as asserted by the Senator from Colorado, that George 
Washington was a rebel; it is true that Oliver Cromwell was a 
rebel.; but in each instance there was a rebellion against a recog
nized constituted authority, an effort to destroy by force a there
tofore undisputed authority to govern without the consent 
of those who sought to overthrow it. It was not n resistance 

_ to a rule, the authority of which to govern without. consent was 
disputed and had never been conceded. It was in each instance 
an appeal to force and not a claim of legal right. There is no 
question of the fact that Washington and all those who cooper
ated with him owed allegiance to Grorge III and were subjects 
of George III. There is no doubt about the fact that Oliver 
Cromwell owed allegiance to Char les I and was n subject of 
Charles I. 

The question out of which what we now designate as the civil 
war grew was a disputed question from the foundation of the 
Government; and in that dispute, during the earlier years of the 
Government, much the larger weight of authority and opinion 
was on the side that a State could determine whether it would 
or would not remain in tb,e Union. 

There was on the part of the people of the States no recog
nized or conceded authority of the General Government to com
pel a State to stay in that Government against its will. On the 
contrary, as has been stated by the Senator from Tenn(!ssee 
[Mr. CARMACK], in the early years of the Government it was 
generally conceded directly to the contrary, · and it was for years 
disputed by the few only that the question of the remaining of 
a State within the Union was a question for the State to deter
mine. 

Without going into anything like an extended discussion of 
the question, I will call the attention of the Senate to a most 
remarkable incident in the history of this country, one not very 
generally known, and I confess I have been surprised, since my 
attention was called to it, that I had not previously known of it. 

Some time, I think about the year 1830-I have forgotten the 
exact year-there was a very remarkable libel case tried in the 
city of Boston, in whica Daniel Webster was the prosecutor and a 
man whose name I have forgotten, a prominent man, · was the 
defendant. In that suit the prosecution was baseq on an alleged 
libel against Daniel Webster, the great advocate of the doctrine 
of the supremacy of the Union and the great advocate of the 
maintenance of the Union. There could have been no case in 
which he could have been more directly interested or in which 
every utterance must have challenged his attention, because 
the prosecution-it was not a civil suit, but a criminal prose
cution-grew out of an alleged libel against Daniel Webster, 
charging him with having been in active sympathy with those 
prominent influences in New England which opposed the war of 
1812 and threatened secession on account of that war. 

I have a book, unfortunately not now at hand, ·which was 
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sent to me by a gentleman in Boston, Colonel Benton, who pre
pared a history of that libel suit, in which there is not only a 
nar1:ation of the suit, but there are also copious extracts from the 
record, among other things, of the argument in the court, the 
opinions of the court, etc., and in the course of it, with Daniel 
" ebster an interested party present, the fact is stated,. not as an 
individual opinion, but as a conceded fact and principle of the 
Go--vernment, I think 9Y the court, or in the argument in the 
progress of the. case, that it was the right of a State to secede; 
and Daniel Webster present and the proposition having a most 
material bearing upon the case in which he was so deeply and 
personally interested, and neither he nor any other person 
pre ent challenged the statement thtl.t such was a generally con
eeded proposition. 

Now, I do not mention that for the purpose of contending 
that there is now such a right, because that question . has been 
settled by tlle highest of all tribunaL'3, in the arbitrament of 
war, but I cite it simply as an illustration of what has · been 
stated by the Senator from Tennessee and repeated by myself, 
that in the earlier years of the Government, even as late per
llaps as 1830-! ha--ve forgotten the exact year, but it was sub
sequent to the Administration of Monroe, I am sure of that
in a case where the great expounder of the Constitution and 
the great advocate of the Union was so directly interested, that 
assertion was accepted as true and passed even without chal
lenge by him. 

Mr. CARMACK rose. 
.Mr. BACON. I will yield in a· moment, if the Senator will 

pardon me until I finish the sentence. 
Therefore I say that the term "rebellion" is not a proper 

designation. A rebellion is resistance to an acknowledged au
thority. A rebel has no claim of right except the right of force. 
The South claimed the right of law. 1\Ir. President, it was a· 
much greater war than a war of rebellion. It was a great war 
l.Jetween the people of the foremost nation now and among the 
foremost nations then of the earth, on a great question about 
which they had been divided for nearly a hundred years, in 
which war there was no resistance to a recognized conceded au
thority, but in which there was an insistent and a great struggle 
over the question as to what was the intention of the Govern
ment from its foundation. It was a war in support of a claim 
of legal right-claimed on the one side and disputed on the 
other. It was a war not of a rebellious faction, but one between 
two great peoples who were made one indivisible people by the 
result of that war. 

The Senator from Colorado says that every one who was a 
Confederate soldier should acquiesce in it and be willing to 
abide by the designation of the war as a rebellion and of himself 
as a rebel. I was a very humble soldier in that war-a Confed
erate soldier-and I object to the designation because it is not 
correct, and not being correct it is more or less offensive. 

Mr. President, what the Senator from Colorado has read from 
the fourteenth amendment;in using the word" rebellion," proves 
:rt.othlng, except that in the heat and tempest and blaze of ill
feeling-! started to say of hate but softened the word-which 
was imediately consequent upon the war, terms were used, 
both at the North and South, which were designed to be offen
sive and odious. The term "rebellion" is odious, and ·what is 
odio·us must be in a degree offensive. But however it may have 
been as to individuals, that intense ill-feeling did not long con
tinue among the people either North or South. But nevertheless 
it is proper to say in the truth of history that the South is in no 
wise responsible for the occurrence of the word rebellion in the 
fourteenth amendment. That amendment was not adopted in 
practical fact by legislative bodies, but was written into the Con
stitution by the swords' point. 

I wlll now yield to the Senator from Tennessee with pleasure. 
1\!r. CAR~ACK. The Senator has passed from the point he 

was on when I wished to interrupt him. I simply wanted to 
say to the Senator that when I said that in the early history 
of the country the right ~f secession was universally conceded, 
I stated also that that was the opinion l!xvressed in a careful 
historical work of the senior Senator from .Massachusetts [Mr. 
LODGE]. . 

Mr. BACON. That is correct. I .had intended to mention 
that, and I am glad that the honorable Senator from Tennessee 
has suggested it in this connection. 

1\lr. President, we are now engaged in no discussion which 
involves any acrimony or ill feeling, and nothing is further from 
my purpose than to utter any word which can arouse such feel
ing, but I want to call the attention of the Senate to another 

. fact connected with the war which illush·ates the position that 
it was not a rebellion. Search history and find a case where at 
the conclusion of a great rebellion there was perfect acquies
cence thereafter, especiall~ by any great, vast number of people 

as those were who were concerned in that war, and without the 
slightest effort thereafter by even any small fragment of such 
people to revive the struggle. 

I wish . to .call the attention of the Senate-and I am glad in 
this high place and in this presence to do it, in order that it 
may go out to the country and to the world-to the fact that 
from the day Lee surrendered at Appomattox to the present day, 
among· all the million~ of people who were on the side of the 
South, people who could not have been more earnest and in
tense than they were in that struggle, people who had sacrificed 
every material interest, people who had sacl1ficed with lavish 
prodigality things which · were infinitely dearer and immeas
urably more precious than any material interests, and who 
would have sacrificed still more if there had remained more to 
sacrifice-among all iliose people, in not one single instance, 
even in any remote out-of-the-way corner, has there · ever been 
heard a wJ1isper of a conspiracy to revive that struggle or to re
new the contest Rebels are never conciliated under defeat. · 
They submit to superior force, but they watch for the recur
rence of the opportunity to again strike a blow for its overthrow. 

The fact to -which the Senator from Colorado alludes as a 
most remarkable fact, as to the absolute conciliation, the perfect 
res~oration of harmony between the people of the North and the 
people of the South being unexampled in the history of the 
world, a restoration as complete as it is prized both by the South 
and the North, is due to the fact that it was not a rebellion. 
It is due to the fact that it was a sh-uggle, a gigantic, titanic 
struggle over the great fundamental question of this Govern
ment about which our people had been divided from its founda
tion, which could only be finally settled by war and which when 
so settled was regarded as settled forever. If there had been a 
rebellion, there would have been mutterings thereafter. There 
would have been conspiracies thereafter. There would have 
been in this locality or that locality movements for restorations, 
or rather for a revival of the contentions which had led to ilie 
struggle. There would have been secret 'bands here and or
ganizations there keeping alive the embers .of war with the 
purpose to again fan them into a fierce and destructive blaze. 
But on the contrary, having been a fair, square, stand-up fight 
between the people of the two sections as to the construction of 
the powers of the Government upon this great fundamental 
question whether the Union was or was not devisible, when that 
fight was ended the result was accepted by all the people of 
the South as a finality, and there was no more of the spirit 
which would have remained or of the action which would have 
followed if it had been simply a rebellion. It was a much greater· 
war than a rebellion. It was a gigantic war under the shock of 
the battles of which the earth quaked and the --very mountains 
rocked. It will not rank in history with rebellions. As I have 
already said, it was a war between two great peoples, made two 
peoples by the existence of the war, but by the result of that war 
made forever one great indivisible people and nation. We have 
had rebellions in this country; the whisky rebellion, and Ba
con's rebellion, and two or three little things of that kind. They 
are properly called rebellions because they were rebellions 
against constituted, recognized, and conceded authority, depend
ent upon no consent of those who resisted such authority. This 
was a great war between contending parties on questions upon 
which there always had been a difference, and in support on each 
side of legal right, as claimed by one and the other. 

Now, Mr. President, I would not say anything to revive any 
ill feeling as to what happened after the close of that war. 
There are some things I might say, but I refrain . . I am glad 
that it is .all over, and I am willing for it to be buried with the 
past, and, if reme~bered, to be remembered only to be forgiven, 
whatever there may have been of wrong on either side. It is" 
h·ue, as stated by the. Senator from Colorado, that there has 
been perfect :~;:econciliation, and I .thank God for it. It is true 
that those who fought o--ver what they considered to be the right 
on their side on a great question of dlfference now recognize 
that question as settled, and that there are :uo more loyal 
people under the flag than those who sought to set up a sepa
rate government under what they conceived to be their right, 
and in advocacy of their side of that controversy which had 
lasted from the foundation of the Government. 

I think it is necessary, Mr. President, to say this much, not 
for the purpose of reopening any of the contentions of the past, 
but because if we had passed · by what the Senator from Colo
rado has said as constituting the truth of history not only would 
it have been the tacit recognition of a statement which we deem 
to be incorrect in law and fact; but it might have led to a con
clusion on the part of others that there was acquiescence in the 
correctness of such · statement by those of us whom it most 
deeply concerns. · 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. President, only a word. 
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- "In my State of West Virginia, at the battle of Rich Moun
. tain, a Confederate soldier -was killed. ·He was taken to hiS 
little mountain home and the friends gathered to giye him 
proper burial in the churchyard. He was butied with the 
Confederate flag wrapped around his coffin. 

In 1808, in the war with Spain, his son enlisted and was a 
volunteer under the flag of the United·, States. He went to 
Cuba and was killed at the battle of San Juan. His body was 
brought home to the same little cabin frotn which his father 
had been CUI'ried out some forty years before, and the neighbors 
gathered about the body of that young man and he was buried 
in the churchyard with his father. Wrapped about his coffin 
was the flag of a united country-the Stars and Stripes. 

I believe there is not a Senator on the other side who will 
not agree with me that the difference between the States is 
represented in those two gra\es where the father and the son 
were buried, and where the friends gathered about those two 
graves in that country churchyard, each having died believing 
that he was right. 

I believe that my friends on the other side agree that this 
bill is a proper measure to be passed. -Now, let us pass it; let 
us get results, and let us bury the past as the father and son 
.were buried in the country churchyard of West Virginia. 

Mr. PATTERSON. 1'.-Ir. President, the purpose I have in 
rising is to have some change made in the phraseology of a part 
of the first section, on page 3, line 20. I think the word 
"receiving" ought to be inserted after the word" now." 

Mr. McCUMBER. I did not understand the Senator. At 
·:what point in-the bill does he desire to make the change? 

l\!r. PATTE:I;lSON. On page 3, line 20, the word" receiving" 
·ought to be inserted after the word " now," so tbat it will read: 

. That no person who is now receiving or shall hereafter receive a 
greater pension, etc. 
· .Mr. McCUMBER. That is correct, Mr. President. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will state the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Colorado to the 
amendment. 

The SECRETARY. · On line 20, page 3, after the word" now," it 
is proposed to insert the word " rec-eiving," so as to read : 

That no person who is now receiving or shall hereafter receive, etc. · 
The ~mendment to the amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. PATTERSON. 1\fr. President, I wish to state that the 

part of the seCtion that commences on line 20 to the end of the. 
section is somewhat obscure to me. I am not certain as to its 
meaning, and I wish to call the attention of the chairman of the 
Committee on P-ensions to the matter that troubles me. It 
reads: 

That no person who is now or shall hereafter receive a greater pen
sion under any other general- or special law than he would be entitled 

. ~~t~·ece~ve under the provisions herei_n shal~ be pensionable under this 

Is it me.:'1nt that if a person now receiving a · pension greater 
in amount than is provided for in this act he will not be pen
sionable under this act? 

Mr. McCUMBER. That is the intention, that be will · draw 
his pension under the other act. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Suppose he is now receiving a lesser 
amount under another act, would this permit him to receive a 
larger amount than he is now receiving? 

1\:Ir. l\IcCUMBER. Then he can receive under this law the 
highest amount that he will be entitled to, according to his age. 

l\1r. PATTERSON. That is, he may be pensioned under this 
act and yet apply for a higher pension under another act, and 
when he receives the higher pension he ceases to draw the pen
sion under ·this act? 

1\!r. GALLINGER.. That is right. 
1\ir. McCUl\IDER. Yes, sir; that is the understanding and 

the intention. 
1\fr. PATTERSON. I think it was well enough to make that 

clear, because otherwise there .might be some doubt as to tbe 
meaning. . 

I wish to say, 1\Ir. President, that as far as I am concerned I 
am heartily in favor of this measure, and that to my mind the 
passage of this bill through the Senate is an exhibition of the 
very highest quality of patriotism. The Senators from the 
North and the Senators from the South haye differed upon 
names, but if I can judge from the expression~ that have come 
from this side of the Chamber, when this measure is put to a 
vote every Senator from the South will be found joining with · 
the Senators from the North in paying a high tribute of their 
regard and respect to the soldiers of the North who combated 
their people on the -field o~ batt1e and by whose bravery and de
Totion to the ctluse of the Union the South lost the cause that 
to them at that time was so dear to their hearts. I think it is 
an exhibition of patriotism (and no other word would express 

it in my opinion) that is rarely found in legislative assemblies 
under conditions like this. - . 

1\ir. ·President, I wish to say one word about the name· that 
shotild be used i:o designate what is called by some · the war of 
the rebellion and by others the civil war. To my mind, if the 
purpose is to be historically accurate, it would be designated tlle 
war of secession, because what the South contended for was 
the right of their States to secede from the national compact. 
Prior to the war the people of the several Southern States met 
in convention and adopted ordinances of secession, and in pur
suance of those ordinances their Senators withdrew from this 
Chamber in couples and their Representatives, as a rule; with
drew from the other Chamber en masse. It was a war to estab
lish the right of secession; and 1f the war had been successful, it 
would haye simply established that under the compact, or the 
Constitution, States bad a right to secede, and in pursuance of 
that right thirteen of the States had seceded from the Union·and 
had established a separate and independent government. 

The war was in the nature of a r-ebellion, and to a certain 
extent it was a civil war, but in the broad sense, in the full 
sense, it was a war of secession. When the South lost the war, 
when the National Government succeeded as against the gov
ernment that was set up in the Southern States, what was· es
tablished was that the States could not secede and had no right 
to secede. 

The result of it is, Mr. President, that we find the Southern 
States restored to the Union, with their geographical limits 
undisturbed, except in the case of one State, Virginia, that was 
divided into two States during the existence of the rebellion. 
The relations of the States to the General Government have not 
been changed in the slightest degree. ·The decision was that 
they could not secede. Therefore they did not secede, although 
the effort was made to secede. And when the war -ended, after 
certain preliminaries that were essential in a proper settlement 
of the trouble, after the end of armed conflict upon the field, 
the States were restored to their orbit in the Union, and they 
are there to-day; and, as the Senators from the South say, that 
was a settlement that is to continue forever. 

The bill was reported to the Senate .as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred ih. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading read 
the third time, and passed. ' 

The title was amended so as to read :. "A bill granting pen
sions to certain enlisted men, soldiers, and officers who served 
in the civil war and in the war with Mexico." · 

HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 

H. R. 23551. An act making appropriation for the support of 
the Army for the fiscal year ending June .30, 1908 was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee ~n 1\Iilitary 
Affairs. · 

ETJENl\TE DE P. BUJ AC. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the reqnest of 
the House of Representatives to furnish a duplicate certified 
copy of an engrossed bill of tQ.e Senate ( S. 4926) for· the relief 
of Etienne De P . Bujac, the original having been lost, and by 
unanimous consent the request was ordered to be .'complied with~ 

JOHN INGRAM. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT l-aid before the Senate the followino
concurrent resolution from the House of Representatives · which 
was considered by unanimous consent and agreed to: ' 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate ~oneurring) 
That the President be requested to return the bill (H. R. 18214) en: 
titled "An act granting an increase of pension to John Ingram." 

SENATOR }!'ROM UTAH. 

1\Ir. BURROWS. Mr. Pr-esident, the junior Senator from illi
nois [M:r. HoPKINS], a member of the Committee on Privileges 
and Elections, is compelled to be absent from the Chamber for 
several days and desires to address the Senate before his de-

-parture upon Senate resolution 142, relating to the right of the 
Senator from Utah to a seat in this body. I ask therefore that 
that resolution may be laid: before the Senate to enable the Sen
ator from Illinois to make some remarks.· 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the resolu
tion reported from the Committee on Privileges and Elections 
called up by the Senator from Michigan. . ' 

The Secretary read the resolution as follows : 
Resolved, That Reed Smoot is not entitled to a seat as a Senator of 

the United States from the State of Utah. 
1\Ir. CULLOM. Before my colleague proceeds, I wish to -state 

that I gave notice yesterday morning I would call up the legis
latiYe, executive, and judicial appropriation bill this morning 
imm-ediately after the routine business. I was prevailed upon 
by the Senator from North Dakota [1\fr. McCUMBER] ·to yield t o 
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him, as he had previously given notice of a desire to dispose of 
the en·ice-pension bill and unanimous con ent had been given 

·to him to have the bill brought before the Senate to-day. I 
therefore yielded, although I think the appropriation bill would 
ha\e a preference even under those circumstances. 1\Iy col
league now appeals to me. In view of the fact that he is com
i>elled to go away, I will yield to him for the purpose of address
jug the Senate upon the resolution reported by the Senator from 
l\liebigan [1\Ir. BURRows]. But I gi\e notice that if my col
league gets through before night I shall call up the appropriation 
bill and ask the Senate to proceed with its consideration. 
. 1\Ir. HOPKINS. Mr. Pre ident, in determining the que tion 
whether REED SMOOT i entitled to a seat in the Senate of the 
United States from the State of Utah, it is necessary-, as it 
seems to me, to :first learn what power, if any, tlle Senate of the 
United States has O\er the State of Utah in the selection of the 
men whom that State send.s to this body to represent her in all 
matters of legislation. 

Can the Senate fix the qualifications of the Senators of any 
State in this Union? 

Can thi body arbitrarily determine the eligibility of its 
members from the different States? 

Are there no constitutional or other limitations upon the 
Senate in arriving at the eligibility of a United States Senator 
from Utah who pre ents his credentials here under the seal of 
the State which be is authorized to represent in this legislati\e 
assembly? 

The States, before the adoption of the Federal Constitution, 
were independent ~overeignties. That great instrument which 
now unites what would otherwise be forty-five separate and 
independent sovereignties provides the qualifications of a Sen
ator from any one of these States. Paragraph 3, section 3, Ar
ticle I, of the Constitution reads as follows : 

No person shall be a Senator who shall not have attained to the age 
of 30 years and been nine years a citizen of the United States~ and who 
shall not when elected be an inhabitant of that State from which he 
shall be chosen. 

All who are familiar with ·the ~Madison papers containing de
bates on the Pederal Constitution will remember that that lan
guage wa adopted after a most extended and learned debate 
in the Constitutional Convention of 1787. Some of the best 
legal minds in the Con\ention were opposed to placing any 
qualification in the Constitution regarding either Representa
tives or Senators. They proposed to leave it to the States to 
uetermine the qualification of the men whom they would send to 
either branch of Congress. l\fr. Dickinson, in the course of the 
c.liscussion, said that be was against any recitals of any quali
fications in the Constitution; it was impossible to make a com
plete one, and a partial one would, by implication, tie up the 
hands of the legislature from supplying omissions. l\fr. Wilson, 
of Penn ylvania, whose remains were recently remo\ed from 
:t\orth Carolina to the State of Pennsylvania, after nearly a 
hundred years reposing in the soil of a foreign State, in the 
debate that re ulted in the adoption of the language that I have 
ju. t quoted from the Constitution, said : 

And besides a partial enumeration of cases will disable the legisla· 
ture from disqualifying odious and dangerous characters. 

Mr. Madison, however, sometimes called "the Father of the 
Constitution," took a directly opposite view. He contended that 
tlle qualifications of United States .Senators should be stated in 
tile in trument that created such officers, and stated that to 
leave it to the legi lature would vest an improper and dangerous 
power in such a body. He held that "the qualifications of the 
elector and elected were fundamental articles in the republican 
government and ought to be fixed by the Constitution." It was 
his opinion, drawn from experiences of other countries and 
especially that of England, that that power, left in the hands 
of the State legislatures, might by degrees subyert the Constitu
tion. 

I call Senators' attention to the debates in the Constitutional 
Con\ention to show that the language that • was ultimately 
adopted was not expressed as we :find it in the Constitution 
without due deliberation and careful thought on the part of the 
framers of that great instrument; and that the consh·uction that 
they 11Iaced upon it was that the qualifications called for in the 
instrument it~elf negatived the idea that any other qualifica
tions could be exacted either by the Senate itself or by any one 
of tile States. 

Paragraph 1 of section 5 of Article I reads as follows : 
Each House shall be the judge of the election returns and qualifica

tions of its own members, etc. 
It has sometimes been contended that the language broadens 

the power of the Senate in determining the eligibility of a mem
ber and enables it to fix whateyer qualifications, in the judg
meJlt of the particular Senate, shall be deemed proper and just. 

This . consh·uction, as it seems to me, is not sound when we come 
to examine carefully the language of section 5 of Article I of the 
Constitution. · 

In section 2 of Article I of the Constitution the qualifications 
of a Senator ·are given and section 5 only goes to the extent of 
clothing the Senate with the sole power of determining whether 
those qualifications ba\e been complied with. In other words, 
section 5 of Article I precludes the idea that a contestant for a 
seat in the United States Senate could successfully claim before 
any of the courts of the country, either State or Federal, that 
his succe sful competitor for the position of United States Sen
ator was not, for example, 30 years of age, c;>r that be had not 
been nine years a citizen of the United States or that at the time 
that he was elected United State Senator he was not an inhabit
ant of the State from which be was chosen. 

Section 5 places the power entirely in the Senate of the United 
States to determine whether the. e qualifications have been com
plied with; and whatever a court might say respecting any one 
of the questions above enumerated, the Senate itself would not 
be hampered by any such decision, but could have these qualifi
cations inquired into and itself determine whether the Senator 
is eligible under those qualifications. · 

The Federalist has ever been regarded as entitled to great 
weight in determining the proper construction of the different 
sections and articles of the Constitution which are discussed in 
that great work. No. GO of the Federalist, which was written 
by Alexander Hamilton, places the same construction upon the 
qualification of Senators for which I here contend, and asserts 
that no other or different qualifications than those can be ex
acted. In speaking upon this subject, he said: 

The truth is that there is no method of securing to the rich. the 
preference apprehended but by prescribing qualifications of property, 
either fm· those who may elect or be elected. But this forms no part 
of the power to be conferred upon the National Government. Its 
authority would be expressly 1estricted to the regulation of the times, 
the places, the manner of elections. The qualifications of the persons 
who may choose or be chosen, as has been remarked upon other occa
sions. are defined and fixed in the Constitution an<l are unalterable by 
the Legislature. 

Text writers and many of the courts of last resort of the 
se\eral States have held to this construction. In the case of 

.Thomas t . 0\Yens (4 1\Id., p. 223) the court says: 
Where a constitution defines the qualifications of an officer it Is 

not within the power of the legislature to change or superadd to it 
unless the power be expressly or by necessary implication given to it. 
It is a fail· presumption that where the Constitution prescribed the 
qualification it intended to exclude all others. (Paschal's Annotated 
'onstitution, second edition, p. 30:5, sec. 300.) 

The Hon. John Randolph Tucker, for many years a l\Iember 
of Con.,.re s from the State of Virginia, and always regarded 
as a great authority on the Constitution, in a work of his which 
has been published since his death, called " Tucker on the Con-
titution," in speaking on this very topic, said: · 

No1· can the Congress nor the House change these qualifications. · To 
the latter no such power was delegated, and the assumption of it would 
be dangerous as · invading a right which belono-ed to the constituent 
body and not to the body of which the repr sentative of such con
stituency was a member. (Tucker on the Constitution, p. 394.) 

1\Ir. Ju tice Story is one of the :first and greatest authorities 
on the Constitution of the United States. His works have 
been quoted in this counh·y and in · England as of the highest 
authority on the different questions that be discussed relating 
to the Constitution of the United States. In speaking of the 
qualifications for office, be said: 

It would seem but fair reasoning upon the plainest principles of 
interpretation that when · the Constitution established certain qualifica
t ions as necessary for office it meant to exclude all others as pre
requisites. From the very nature of such a provision the affirmation 
of these qualifications would seem to imply a negative of all others. 
(Story on the Constitution, sec. 625.) 

Foster on the Constitution is a work tllat deservedly ranks 
well with ·au students of th~ Constitution. He says : 

The principle that each House has the ri~ht to impose a qualification 
upon its membership which is not prescnbed in the Constitution If 
established might be of great danger to the Republic. It was on this 
excuse that the French directory procured an annulment of elections to 
the council of five hundred, and thus maintained themselves In power 
against the will of the people who gladly accepted the despotism of 
Napoleon as a relief. (Foster on the Constitution, p. 367.) · 

Indeed, 1\Ir. President, I think I am justified in saying that 
every lawyer of standing and every student of constitutional 
history of any learning has admitted that neither the Senate, 
Congress, nor a State can superadd other qualifications for a 
Senator to those prescribed by the Constitution. 

It has e\er been held, both in and out of the Senate, that the 
States could be trusted to send :fit and proper men to this body. 
The Constitution :fixed the age limit at a period where the Sena
tor would have experience and matured judgment. His citizen
ship was fixed at a period sufficiently long to thoroughly famil
iarize him with the institutions of our country, ·and the fact that 
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be must be an inhabitant of the State from which he is chosen 
provided against a.ny influence outside of the State limits in 
selecting other than a citizen of the State. 

In the earlier days of the Republic Senators were called 
~d regarded themselves as ambassadors from the States they 
represented in this body, and met here as such to confer respect
ing legislation that would result in benefit to their common 
country. 

The thirteen separate sovereign States tb;tt had recently 
gained their independence from England would nny one of them 
have scorned the idea that Senators whom they sele.cted to 
represent them could haT"e qualifications other than those pre
scribed by the Constitution, fixed by the legislative body to 
which tlley were elected and were to become a part. Virginia 
did not consult Massachusetts as to the character or fitness of 
her Senators to represent the great State of Virginia in the 
first Senate that assembled under· the Constitution of the United 
States, and when Massachusetts came .to select her representa
tives in this great body she did not consult South Carolina as 
to whether that State or the Senate itself would be. satisfied 
with the character and quality of men whom the old Common
wealth of Massachusetts bad designated to repr:esent he:~; in the 
first Senate that as e~led under the Constitution. They met, 
as i have already said, in the spirit that they were ambassadors 
from the State whose credentials they held, and while they leg
islated for the common good they never forgot in any of their 
deliberations the interests of the States that bad honored them 
by selecting them as their Senators. 

The power tllat is given the Senate under the Constitution 
is not to create Senators, but to judge of their qualifications. 
The States create the Senators. The qualifications to be judged 
are those, as I have already stated, prescri,bed in the Constitu
tion itself. If the Se:p.ate find those qualifications exist in tile 
applicant for a seat in this body from any given State, then, 
under all precedents, such Senator is entitled to take oath of 
office and take his place among the members of this great legis
lative body. 

Senators, as such, are not civil officers of the Federal Govern
ment. It bas been held ever since the adoption of our Federal 
Constitution that Senators are officer~ of the States. The Fed
eral Government does not send them here to· legislate for it; 
it has no power or authority, as such, to designate a single 
member of this body~ It is utterly powerless to cre-ate the office 
of a United States Senator, and it is equally powerless to re
quire any one of the States of the Republic to designate any 
particular individual as a Senator from such State. 

The Federal Republic is a nation of delegated powers, an.d 
among these powers that are thus delegated by the severru 
States to the Federal Government is not found anything relat
ing to United States Senators. The States alone send Sen
ators to this body to legislate for them and for the Federal 
Government This doctrine, Ur. President, is not new; it was 
announced by this very body more than a hundred years ago, 
in the case of William Blount, of Tennessee. The history of 
this case is familiar to many of the Senators. He was a 
Senator from the State of Tennessee from 1796 to July 8, 1799. 
During that period it was claimed that he engaged in treason
able correspondence with a foreign nation and was guilty of a 
high misdemeanor. Articles of impeachment were voted against 
him by the House of Representatives and duly presented to the 
Senate of the United States, and Mr. Blount was called upon 
to make answer thereto. He employed as his counsel Jared 
Ingersoll and Alexander J. Dallas, of Philadelphia, two of the. 
most distinguished constitutional lawyers in the United States. 
They were men who were in the forefront of their profession 
and whose learning and ability would make- them leaders of the 
bar of the Un~ted States at any period in its history. They . 
bad made a careful study of the Constitution of the United 
States, and when they presented Mr. Blount's defense in an
swer to the articles of impeachment presented by the House of 
Representatives, they interposed in his behalf the following 
plea: 

That although true it is that he, the said William Blount, was a 
Senator of the United States from the State of Tennessee at the sev
e-ral periods in the said articles of impeachment referred to, yet that be, 
the said William Blount, is not now a Senator and is not, nor was, at the 
several periods so as aforesaid referred to, an officer of the United States~ 
nor is he, the said William Blount, in and by the said articles charge-a 
with having committed any crime or misdemeanor in the execution of 
any civil office held under the United States or with any malconduct in 
civil o.ffice or abuse of any public trust in the- execution thereof. 

This plea, .Mr. President, was interposed to the articles of im
peachment which charged him with this misdemeanor ·of the 
treasonable character that I have already referred to while he 
was a Senator of the United States. His learned counsel by 
this plea raised the very point that I have briefly discussed
that as a Senator of the United States from the State of Tennes-

see he was not an officer of the United States, and therefore 
·that the Senate bad no jurisdiction to try his case. 

He also interposed a further defense, as follows : 
That the courts of common law of a criminal jurisdiction of the 

State wherein. the offenses in the said articles recited are said to have 
been committed. as well as those of the United States, are competent 
to the cognizance, prosecution, and punishment of the sai{l crimes and 
misdemeanors if the same have been perpetrated, as is su~ested and 
charged by the said articles, which, however, he utterly demes . . 

It will thus be seen, 1\lr. President, that in formulating his de
fense these eminent lawyers too~ the position that the Sen,ate 
of the United States had no jurisdiction to try him for the c,rime · 
charged. 

These defenses were argued at length by the learned counsel 
w.ho represented Mr. Blount and were discussed by the Senators 
themselves. The two proposi:tions that were advanced by l\ir. 
Dallas and argued at great length and successfully are as 
follows: 

First. That only civil officerS> of the United States are impeachable 
and that the offense for which an impeachment lies must be committed 
in the execution of a public office. · 

Second. '.filat a Senator is not a civil officer, impeachable wfthin the 
meaning of the Constitution, and that in the present instance no crime 
or misdeme-aner is charged to have been committed by William Blount 
in the character of a Senator. · 

I have not the time nor inclination o·n this occasion to follow 
at any length the arguments that were made pro and con upon 
the propositions raised by l\Ir. Ingersoll and l\Ir. Dallas, as 
stated by me here. It is sufficient to know that weeks passed, 
and after this full and elaborate argument, and the Senate of 
the United States, sitting as a court of impeaChment, had fully 
deliberated on the question, on the 11th of February, 1799, de
termined as follows : 

On motion it was determined that- _ 
The court is ef the opinion that the matter alleged .in the plea of 

defendant is sufficient in law to show that this court ought not to hold 
jurisdiction of the said impeachment and that t.be said impeachment is 
dismissed. . 

:Monday, January 14. The court 9elng opened, the parties attendmg 
and silence being proclaimed, judgment was pronounced by the Vice
President as follows: 

" Gentlemen, managers of the House of Representatives, anq gentle
men of counsel for William Blount: The court, after having g1ven the 
most mature and serious eonsidet·ation to the question and to the- full 
and able arguments urged on both sides, has come to the decision which 
I am ·now about to deliver. · 

"'l'he court is- of opinion that the matter alleged in the plea of the 
defendant is sufficient in law to show that this court ought not to bold 
jurisdiction of the said impeachment, and that the said impeachment is 
dismissed." 

From that day to this it has never been seriously contended 
that a United States Senator is a civil Federal officer of a 
character that would enable the Senate to impeach him for high 
crimes or misdemeanors for any act of his durfng his service as 
such Senator. 

A Senator is amenable to the courts of the country for any 
crime the same as any other citizen; and, as was contended by 
.Afr. Ingersoll and Mr. Dallas in the Blount impeachment case, 
the proper forum to try a Senator for a crime or misdemeanor 
is in the State or Federal courts. · 

That a State can not .add any qualifications other than those 
prescribed by the Constitution of the United States has been 
decided repeatedly by this body. One of the notable cases was 
that of Lyman Trumbull, of Illinois, my predecessor in office; 
Mr. Trumbull was elected a Senator from Illinois and took his 
seat in this body on the 4th day of March, 1855. A protest was 
filed by certain senators and representatives of the legiSlature 
of the State of Illinois against his election as a United States 
Senator, and the question of his eligibility and his right to hold 
a seat in the Senate of the United States was referred to the 
Committee on Privileges and Elections of the Senate. 

The pro.testants in the case of Senator Trumbull alleged that 
he was elected a judge of the supreme court of Illinois in Jtme, 
1852, for a term of nine years; that he was duly commissioned 
and entered upon the discharge- of his duties as such judge ; 
that in May, 1853, he resigned this office to take effect July 4, 
1853 ; and that on February 8, 1855, he was elected to the 
Senate of the United States for the term beginning March 4y 
1855. 

The constitution of the State of Illinois at that time pro
vided: 

The judges of the supreme and circuit courts shall not be eligible to 
any office of public trust or profit in this State or the nited States 
during the term for which they are elected, nor for one year thereafter; 
all votes for either or them for any elective office except that of judge 
of the supreme . or circuit courts, given by the general assembly or by 
the people shall be void. 

Under this clause of the constitution the protestants insisted 
that Judge Trumbull was ineligible for the office of United 
States Senator . . This question was carefully considered by the 
Senate, and after elaborate debate on the question as to. whether 
the State of Illinois could superadd a qualification to that con~ 
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tained in the Constitution of the United States, it was deter
mined by a vote of thirty-five to eight that the State could not ; 
and the resolution offered by Senator Crittenden, as follows-

Resolved, That Lyman Trumbull is entitled to a seat in this body as 
a Senator elected by the legislature of the· State of Illinois tor the term 
of six years from the 4th of March, 1855-
was adopted by a vote of thirty-five to eight. 

It is interesting to note, Mr. President, the men who voted in 
fayor of seating Senator Trumbull under the conditions that I 
have briefly and imperfectly expressed. Those who voted in 
favor of the resolution that Senator Trumbull was entitled to a 
seat" in this body are as follows : · 

Adams, Allen, Bell of Tennessee, Bright, Brown, Butler, Cass, Col
lamer, Crittenden, Dodge, Durkee, Evans, Fessenden, Fish, Foote, 
Foster, Geyer, Hale, Hamlin, Harlan, Houston, Hunter, James, Mallory, 
Mason, Pearce, Reid, Rusk, Sebastian, Seward, ·Sumner, Toucey, Wade, 
Wilson, and Yulee. 

The Senate will note that some of the greatest lawyers of t he 
age and some of the most distinguished statesmen whose lives 
grace the history of our country voted in favor of the propo
sition that Senator Trumbull was entitled to his seat. In the 
course of the debate on this resolution Senator Crittenden said: 

We are t o look to the Constitution of the United States for the whole 
frame of this Go.vernment. It has created all the powers and all the 
instruments of this Government. It has created the Senate. Before 
this creation neither the State of Illinois as such nor any other State 
in the Union bad any power to elect a Senator. '.rhere was no such 
office to be filled by them as Senator of the United States. Their agency 
was simply employed by the Federal Constitution. The agency of the 
legislatures of the several States was employed to elect Senators who 
constitute this body. It is an all-important branch of the Government. 
The designation of the power that was to elect, the designation of the 
persons qualified to be elected, all entered into the very essence of the 
subject. All this was to have its influence on this Government. All 
and every single circumstance of this was to have its influence in con
necting the State governments and the General Government and in con
necting them in such a way as to preserve that species of political re
lations between them which it was thought would operate most advan-
tageously to all. . 

This was the view of the framers of the· Constitution of the United 
States. It was a subject for them whether the legislature should elect 
Senators, whether the people should elect them, or whether the gov
ernors of the several States should appoint them. All this was within 
the competency of the framers of the Constitution. Neither people nor 
governors nor legislatures had previously any power to elect or appoint 
a Senator. There was no such officer; there was no such power. The 
whole was a new creation. The Constitution determines that the power 
to choose Senators shall be in the legislatures of the several States. 
'l'he powet· to elect Senators was committed to the legisla~res. Who 
shall they be, was the next question . The 9.uestion was how to des
ignate a Senator by some prescribed quali1icat10n, so as to fix the class 
from which he should come. Shall he be a man who is required to pos
·sess any particular amount of fortune? Shall he be a man who must 
be sn bjec ted to some religions test? Of what age shall he be ? 

Were not all these points fairly presented to the framer·s of the Con
stit ution of the United States? Were they not important questions to 
be acted upon and decided? They were framing the Government. The 
Constitution Of this body was an essential part of the Government. 
~'bat was to depend on the parties, or the condition of the partie , out 
of whom they would make this great council of the nation. Should he 
be a ·citizen? Might they select him anywhere? Should he be an in
habitant of his State? · Might he be of any age? 

All these subjects being considered, the Constitution of the nited 
States decides upon the '"hole matter by providing that each Senator 
shall be of the a.ge of 30 years, shall have been at least nine years a 
citizen of the nited States, and shall be an inhabitant of the State 
from which he is chosen. 

Now, sir, does this not embrace the whole subject? Does it not regu
late the whole subject? According to the plain meaning of the Federal 
Constitution every inhabitant of a State, 30 years of age, who has been 
nine years a citizen of the United States, is eligible to the office of Sen
ator. What more can be said about it? It is now suppo ed by those 
who contend that Mr. Trumbull is not entitled to his seat, that it is 
competent for a State, by its constitution-and I suppose tl;ley would 
equally tontend by any law which the legislature might from time to 
time pas --to superadd additional qualifications. '£he Constitution of 
the United States, they say, has only in part regulated the subject. and 
therefore it is no interference with that Constitution to make additional 
regulations. '£his, I think, it will be plain to all, is a mere sophism, 
when you come to con ider it. If it was a power within the regulation 
of and proper to be regulated by, the Constitution of the United States, 
ar{d if that Constitution has qualified it, as I have stated, prescribing 
the age, prescribing the residence, prescribing the citizenship, was there 
anything more intended? If so, th~ framers of the <;onst!tution would 
have said so. The very enumeratiOn of these qualificatiOns excludes 
the idea that they intended any other qualifications. That is the plain 
rule of ordinary construction; but, for a reason above all technical con
siderations it is applicable here. The object of the Federal Constitution 
was to have a body framed by a uniform rule throughout the United 
States coming here to constitute this great council of the country
coming here by the agency of the same ele~tive power, the .State legisla
tures-coming here under the same reqUirements and With the same 
qualifications-and standing here upon a perfect and exact equality in 
all respects to represent the nation justly and equally, and With a sole 
regard to the common welfare of the Republic. 

This argument of Senator Crittend.en has been held sufficient 
to fore\er put at rest the idea that a State could add any quali
fications to that of a Senator of the United States other than 
those prescribed in the Constitution of the United States, and 
since then men who have been disqualified under the con. titu
tion of their States have been repeatedly elected to this body 
and admitted to a seat and a share in its deliberations without 
question. 

My distinguished colleague, who has so long and so honorably 
r epresented I llinois in this body, when he first came here a a 
Senator from Illinois, was laboring under this same alleged dis
qualification that was urged against Senator Trumbull, but his 
r ight to his· place in the Senate here was never questioned by 
any member of this body. 

So, Mr. President, I think it is unnecessary for me to multiply 
cases demonstrating the fact that the individual States have no 
power to add any qualification to a Senator other than that pre
scribed in the Federal Constitution. It is equally clear, in my 
judgment, Mr. P resident, that this Senate has no constitutional 
authority to inquire into the antecedents and the early career 
and character of a Senator who comes here for admission with 
the credentials of his State. 

The theory of the fathers of the Con titution wa that the leg
islators of the State, who are directly amenable to the people 
of the State, would eleet fit men to represent suclJ State in tlle 
Senate of the United States. It wa not suppo ed by the framers 
of that great instrument that the Senate of the United States 
would sit as a court of inquiry or an inquisition to investigate 
the career and character of aily man whom a State might see fit 
to honor with a seat in this body. 

It was left by the Constitution of the United States to each 
State to determine the character of the men whom .they would 
prefer to represent them as United States Senators. I am well 
aware, Mr. President, that there have been different views ex
pressed on this question by Senators in the discussion of the 
eligibility of Senators who have applied here for admission to 
a seat in this body; but I make the assertion, after a careful 
study of the cases that have been considered by the Senate from 
the adoption of the Constitution of the United States to the 
11resent time, that no Senator has ever been denied a seat in the 
Senate of the United States because of any lapse in his career 
fJrior to his being selected by his State as such Senator. 

A notable instance is found in the so-called " Roach case." 
Senator Roach, as many of the Senators who are now serving in 
this body will remember, pre ented h!s credentials as a Senator 
from the State of North Dakota and asked for admission to 
represent that State as a United States .Senator in this body. 
After taking the oath of office it was discovered that in his · 
earlier career he was connected with one of the banks in the 
city of Washington, in the Dish·ict here, and, as such officer, 
embezzled quite a large sum of money, and that he was charged 
to be a · fugitive from justice. The question was rai ed and 
elaborately argued as to whether that disqualified him from 
holding his seat in the Senate as a Senator from North Dakota. 
After an elaborate discussion of this subject and an examination 
of the precedents covering the entire period of our national his
tory, without any vote being taken upon the subject, Senator 
Roach was permitted to serve out his time as a United States 
Senator in this body. 

I think, :Mr. President, that thi example, so recently before 
us, has settled forever the question that the Senate will not 
undertake to revise the judgment of a State in determining the 
character of man whom the State shall select as a United States 
Senator. The Senate will content itself with what occurs while 
such Senator is a member of this body. If the conduct of the 
Senator is such as to lower the standard of the Senate or t o 
bring it into diSgrace, or if the Senator be guilty of any misde
meanor that would bring this great legislative body into disfa
vor, the power exists under the Constitution of the United States 
to expel such a member. 

Paragraph 2, section 5, of Article I of the Constitution of the 
United States reads as follows: 

Each House may determine the rules of its proceedings, punish its 
members for disorderly behavior, and, with the concurrence of two
thirds, expel a member. 

Ample power is given in this provision of the Constitution 
to protect the high character of this great legislative body. 
'Vhile the Senate, as I have shown, can not add qualifications 
to those prescribed in the Constitution for a Senator from any 
State; and while the State itself can not superadd other qualifi
cations; and while the Senate itself, by a long line of precedents, 
has established the fact that the previous career and character 
of the Senator must be determined by the State that sends the 
Senator to this body, still after he becomes once a member he 
must deport himself in a manner consistent with the dignity 
and high character of the Senate of the United States or he 
will become amenable to this provision of the Constitution which 
I have just read and which will enable the Senate itself, if his 
c.'Onduct be such as to warrant it, to expel the member by a two
thirds vote. 

In the case I have just cited from North Dakota, had the em
bezzlement charged to Senator · Roach occurred during his term 
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: of service the Senate would clearly ha"Ve been warranted ill ex-
, pelling him as a member from this body. · 

Any disorderly behavior that tends to bring reflections upon 
tbe Senate in any form or at any time while the Senator is a 
member of the Senate will be sufficient, in my judgment, to war
rant the Senate in taking the course prescribed by the Constitu
tion in e1...rpelling a member. 

The considerations which I ha"Ve here presented, 1\Ir. President, 
will indicate to the Senate the limitations within which 'the 
Senate itself can inquire into the question as to whether REED 
SMOOT is entitled to retain his seat in the Senate of the United 
States. 

It is conceded by the distinguished chairman of the Committee 
on Privileges and Elections in the very able, and, indeed, I may 
'Say remarkable, speech which he made here the other day in 
support of his contention that Senator REED SMOOT is not en
titled to a ·seat in the Senate, that he possesses all of the quali
fications spoken of in the Constitution itself-be is over 30 years 
of age, he · has been more than nine years a citizen of the 

·united States, and he " .·as an illhabitant of the State of U~ah at 
the time he was elected by the legislature of that State a Senator 
of tlle United States. 

It is also conceded, Mr. Pre ident, not only by the able chair
man of this committee, but I think by all who are at all familiar 
willi the case that was presented to the Committee on Privile"'es 
and Elections, that Senator REED SMOOT is not a polygami~t; 
that lle has never married a plural wife, and bas never practiced 
polygamy; tllat be is a man in his personal relations as son, 
husband, father, and citizen above reproach; that in all of the 
relations of citizenship be has li"Ved a singularly pure and 
upright ·Jife. 

Why, then, should be be expelled from this body, disgraced 
and dishonored for life, a stigma placed upon his children his 
own life wrecked and the happiness of his wife destroyed?' He 
is a Christian gentleman; and his religious belief has taken him 
into the Church of Jesus Christ of Latter Day Saints, commonly 
called the "l\Iormon Church." 

I .shall refer later in my remarks, Mr. President, to the ar
raignment of this church by the distinguished senior Senator 
from Michigan. It is myt purpose now, however, to cllallenO'e 
the attention of the Senate to charges that were originally made 
against Senator SMOOT, that resulted ill the investigation which 
has culminated in the resolution now pending before the Senate 
respecting Senator SMooT's seat .in the Senate. There were 
two petitions presented to the Senate, which were referred to 
the Committee on Privileges and Elections, protesting against 
REED SMoOT retaining his seat in tile Senate of the United 
States. One was signed by l\Ir. Leilich. This protest charO'ed 
that REED SMOOT is a polygamist and that, as an apostle of the 
Church of Jesus Christ of Latter-Day Saints, commonly called 
the Mormon Church, he bad taken an oath of such a nature 
and character as that be is thereby disqualified from taking the 
oath of office required of a United States Senator. No person ap
peared before the Committee on Privileges and Elections to 
support these charges. Judge 'Tayler and .Mr. _Carlisle, who con
ducted the case against Senator SMoOT before the committee 
disclaimed any connection with these charges, and I think i 
am safe in saying that both of these distinguished lawyers 
claimed that there was no truth ill either of the charges 
made. · They conceded before the committee that Senator 
SMOOT is not a polygamist and never has been. It is also 
equally clear, l\Ir. President, that be has neyer taken an oath as 
apostle of his church of a nature and character that disquali
fies hlm from acting as United States Senator. 

I feel sure that neither the distinguished chairman of the 
Committee on Privileges and Elections nor any of the people 
who sympathize with the position which he holds in this case 
will contend for a moment that there is an apostolic oath which 
has been taken by Sena.tor SMOOT which disqualifies him from 
discharging the duties of the high office of Senator of the 
United States from the State of Utah. 

The real charges that have been considered relate more par
ticularly to the protest that was signed by W. M. Paden and a 
number of others, which charged in substance that he is a 
member of a self-perpetuated body of fifteen men who consti-

. tute the ruling authorities of the church, known as the " hier
archy;" that they claim supreme authority, divinely sanctioned 
to shape the belief and conh·ol the conduct of the members of 
the Mormon Church, and that they encourage and belieye in 
polygamy and the · practice of polygamous cohabitation and 
countenance and connive at violations of the laws of the State 
of Utah and of the United States, and that as a member of the 
hierarchy REED SMOOT should be held guilty of any crime com
mitted by any member of the hierarchy and should be held 

equally guilty of any of the violations of the laws of the State 
of Utah 01~ of the United States by members of that self-per
petuating body. · 

I listened, 1\fr. President, with a great deal of illterest to the 
eloquent denunciation of the crime of polygamy by ,1\Ir. Bu&
nows, the senior Senator from Michigan, in his speech here 
the other day, and I sympathize with him fully in his arraign
ment of polygamy and polygamous cohabitation. I think it is 
a relic of a barbarous age, and as such I denounce it. It is 
the destroyer of the ideal American home life and the cor
rupter of the morals of those who practice it. 

I share also, Mr. President, in the condemnation which the 
Senator launched agaillst Brigham· Young and otb~r leaders of 
the church who, in their day and generation, promulgated and 
practiced this crime upon their followers. But, Mr. Presi
dent, Brigham Young and the present head of the 1\formon 
Church are not on trial before the Senate of the United States. 
Brigham Young has long since passed from this life into an
other world and there, according to the beliefs of Protestants 
and Catholics alike, before a just Judge, will pay the full 
penalty for the crimes be committed while on earth. The 
present bead of the Mormon Church is destined in the fullness 
of time to go before the same tribunal and to have his acts 
and deeds passed upon by the same impartial Judge. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Will the Senator from Illinois permit me? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. KEAN in the chair). Does 

the Senator from ·Illinois yield to the Senator from Indiana? 
Mr. HOPKINS. I yield. . . 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. I have listened with profound interest 

to the unanswerable argument of the Senator from Illinois to 
the effect that no Senator is to be criticised or his title to be . 
assailed by reason of · something he may have done before his 
State elected him a member of this body. In that connection, 
not only has Brigham Young passed to his rest, not only is it 
conceded, in spite of the belief of the people, that 1\Ir. Suoo'l.' 
is not a polygamist, but be never was one. So that · not only 
doe3 this offense of which he is popularly supposed to be guilty 
not attach to him now, but it never did attach to him. · 

Mr. HOPKINS. The Senator. is correct. 
Ur. BEVERIDGE. I think it is worth while to call particu

lar attention to that fact, because in the minds of the people of 
the country I think everybody knows that 1\Ir. SMOOT is appar
ently being tried because be is a polygamist, whereas it is not 
only proYed that he is not, but it is gladly admitted that be is 
not and that be never has been. 

l\lr. DUBOIS. Mr. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Illinois 

yield to the Senator from Idaho? 
Mr. HOPKINS. Certainly. 
Mr. DUBOIS. It is only for a moment. 
The protest against REED SMOOT is what he is being trfed on. 

It is set forth thoroughly in the record. It is not in the minds 
of the people or of Senators that be is being tried. becau e he 
ever bas been or is now a polygamist. 

l\Ir. BEVERIDGE. Will the Senator from Illinois yield for a 
moment? 

Mr. HOPKINS. I yield . . 
l\Ir. BEVERIDGE. It is pertinent in a debate of this kind 

to refer to what exists in the minds of the public-what the 
people baYe been led to believe. We, as a court, will of course 
try Senator SMOOT upoi:t the record. But it has been giyen out 
to the people in numberless methods that Mr. SMOOT, a polyg
amist, is occupying a seat in .the Senafe of the United States; 
that a violator of our laws 'in that ·particular is holding a seat 
in this body. That is entirely untrue, and from now on in this 
debate the American people ought to know what those who are 
against Mr. SMOOT admit, but what is not popularly known-that 
he not only not now is, but ne"Ver has been a polygamist, and, on 
the contrary, his home life is pure and perfect. 

1\Ir. HOPKINS. I recognize what the Senator from Indiana 
says is true. 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Illinois 

yield to the Senator from West Virginia? 
Mr. HOPKINS. I do . 
Mr. SCOTT. I wish to ask the Senator from Illinois if it is 

not true that the Presbyterian Church embraces in its creed, or 
its confession of faith, or whatever it may be called, the doc
trine of infant damnation? If so, I should like to ask him 
whether all members of the Presbyterian Church can be held 
accountable for that doctrine when many of them do not be
lieve it? 

l\Ir. HOPKINS. I did not rise, l\Ir. President, either to 
praise or to condemn the Presbyterian Church. I have Yery 
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many dear friends who owe allegiance to that church and to 
its doctrii1es, and I know them to be good citizens wherever 
they live, and that they exercise a Christian influence where 
their influence has been exerted at all. I ·am not here for the 
purpose of discussing any other religious sect. We all know 
that the human race, from its earlie t stages, has developed 
through bloody wars in the name of religion, and it is not for 
me to speak of tha. hi tory of any of the different churches, 
because I know that in the twentieth centuTy they are an ex
erting a profound and beneficial influence upon mankind. 

1\Iy purpose to-day will be to show to the Senate and tlle 
people of this country that whatever crimes may have been 
committed in tlle earlier history of the church in the name 
of Mormonism is not for us to condemn or condone here. We 
have only to consider the peTsonnel of REED SMOOT and llis 
relations to the church since he became a member of this body. 
If it shall appear, Mr. President, from a careful analysis of 
the testimony which has been taken by the Committee on 
Privileges and Election& that REED SuooT is guilty of the 
crim-es charged against the Mormon Church by the eloquent 
and distinguished Senator from Michigan in his speech, then 
I say we should all rmite in expelling him from the Senate. 

If, however, 1\lr. President, it shall appear from a candid 
consideration of all the testimony which has been presented to 
the Committee on Privileges and Elections that REED SMOOT 
stands forth ~iltless of any offense punishable by law or nny 
conduct tmbecoming a Christian gentleman, then the mere fact 
that he is a member of the Mormon Church, or that he is an 
apostle in that churc)l, should not debar him from exercising 
the rights of a Senator in this body, and should not deprive 
the State of Utah, which, under our Constitution, has the 
same rights and privileges accorded to any one of the original 
thirteen States, from having a- full representation in the United 
States Senate. 

I shall, Mr. President, before· r close, trace somewhat briefly 
the history of the Mormon Church and note the character and 
conduct of some of the men who have been prominently identi
fied with that church from its organization to the present time. 
But I shall not follow the example set by the Senator from 

. Michigan and declare against the cllurch and against Senator 
SMOOT simply because I find that in some period of the history 
of the church its leaders have been violators of law and it has 
taught doctrines that in this generation are condemned by all 
right-minded citizens. If this line of argument, which was so 
largely indulged ~n by the SenatoT from Michigan, should have 
a controlling influence in the Senate or in the country, would a· 
member of any one of the churches, either Protestant or Catho
lic, be safe? · 

If we are to charge a member of a ·christian church with all 
the crimes that have been committed in its name, where is the 
Christian gentleman in this body who would be safe in his seat? 

It must be conceded, Mr. President, that tbe Mormons are sin
cere and honest in their religious convictions. Senator SMOOT, 
as an apostle in the church, has no control over the temporal or 
business affairs of the members of that church. His business 
is to preach the gospel. 

Senator SMOOT is a Christian man. That he believes that 
God interests Himself in the affairs of men is no more than a 

· belief that is professed by all Christian people. One of the 
earliest lessons that .is taught in childhood by Christian parents 
is to inculcate the belief in the children that in their little 
troubles they should go to their closets and pray God for light 
and guidance, and that He will help them. It is this belief that 
God does take an interest in the affairs of men that has made 
the Christ!an church the power for good that it has been i:n the 
world. You take that doctrine away and you destroy in a large 
measure the beneficent influence that has been exerted upon man
kind in all ages during the Christian era. 

1\fany things have been done in the name of the Mormon 
Church in its earlier history which are condemned by all right
thinking men, not only outside of that church, but in the church 
as well. The Mormon people have become better educated, their 
spiritual vision has become clearer, and they now condemn as 
heartily as we do many acts that were regarded in the days 
of Brigham Young as in accordance with the word of God. 
This moral elevation and spiritual improvement, which has 
been noted in the Mormon Church in the last twenty years, · is 
but a repetition in another form of what is found in the history 
of all of the various churches, · both Protestant and Catholic. 

Mr President, we can see from .the testimony that appears 
before the Committee on Privileges and Elections that the Mor
mon Church is undergoing a radical change for the better. 

REED SMOOT is an apostle of this higher and better Mormon
ism. He stands for the sacred things in the church and against 
polygamy and all the kindred vices connected with that loath-

some practice. In his position as a member of the church, ana 
as an apostle and p~eacher of the doctrines of tlle church, he 
has done m01·e to stamp out this foul blot upon the civilization 
of Utah and the other Territories where polygamy has been 
practiced than any thousand men out ide of the church. 

I dissent in toto, Mr. President, from the conclusions reached 
by the Senator :from Michigan [Mr. ' BURRows] regarding the 
influence of the Mormon Church at the present time on the tem
poral affairs of its people and also on the conclusion that he 
sought to establish that polygamy is still a part of the religion 
and. practice of the Mormon Chureh as such. 

With the indulgence of the Senate, I shall take a little time 
to trace the history of the chlll"ch and its relation to the Gov
ernment of the United States during the TerJ;itorial history .or 
Utah and what has · been done since to destroy polygamy and 
polygamous cohabitation. 

The founder of the church, Joseph Smith, was killed in Han
cock County, Til, in 1844. This was the culmination of a long 
series of troubles that had existed between the Gentiles and the 
Mormons~ in Missouri first.. and later in illinois. The leaders of 
the church~ after the death of Smith, decided to abandon their 
home at Nauvoo, Ill., and seek a new place for the establishment 
of their church and their homes, beyond the authority of the 
State and Federal governments. Under the -leadership of Brig
ham Young they traversed the Great Plains of the West, and 
never stopped in their onward march until they reached the 
Great Salt Lake in Utah, then a part of the territory of the Re
public of Mexico. Here they pitched their tents and commenced 
to build in this wilderne s their· churches and their homes. This 
Mexican territory became a part of the United States under the 
treaty of Guadalupe-Hidalgo, and the Mormon people agam 
became amenable to the laws of the American Republic. 

Brigham Young at this time was the recognized leader of the 
Mormon people. He had promulgated the doctrine of polygamy 
and claimed ·that the martyred Joseph Smith had received di- · . 
rectly from God the authority for Mormons to marry plural 
wives and practice polygamous coh.:'lbitation. 

After Utah became a part of the possessions of the United 
States it was organized into a Territory, -and in 1850 Brigham 
Young, then the husband of several wives, was made the gov
ernor of" the TerritoTy. He was nominated by President Fillmore 
and his appointment was confirmed by the Senate. In 1852, two 
years after this appointment, he publicly proclaimed polygamy 
as the doctrine of the Mormon Church and it was accepted and 
practiced by his followers. In 1854, two years after he had 
publicly proclaimed polygamy as the doctrine of the Mormon 
Church, he was again nominated by President Pierce for gov
ernor of the Territory, and again confirmed by the Senate. 

At the time that he was nominated by President Pierce and 
confirmed by the Senate he was living with many plural. wives, 
and many of his followers were living in polygamous cohabita
tion. No legislation was passed by Congress on this subject, and 
it seemed that no successful prote t was made against the head 
of the Mormon Church being made governor of the Territory 
and Indian agent to represent the Government of the United 
States with the red men. 
· The first legislation on this subject was in 1862. In that year 

Congress passed "An act to ·punish and prevent the practice of 
polygamy in the ·Territories of the United States and other 
places," etc. 

The first section of that statute reads as follows: 
'l'hat e-very person having a husband or a wife living who shaii 

marry any other person, whether married or single, in a Territory 
of the United States, or ether place over which the United States 
have exclusive jurisdiction, shall, except in the cases specified in the 
proviso to this section, be adjudged guilty of bigamy, and upon con
viction thereof shall be' punished by a fine not exceeding $500 and 
by imprisonment for a term not exceeding five years: Provided , 
nevet·theless, That this section shall not extend to any person by 
reason of any former marriage whose husband or wife by such mar
riage shall have been absent for five successive years without being 
known to such person within that time to be living; nor to any per
son by reason of any former marriage which shall have been dls· 
solved by the decree of a competent court; nor to any person by 
reason of any former marriage which shall have been anulled or 
pronounced void by the sentence or cecree of a competent court on 
the ground of the nullity of the marnage contract. _ 

Senators will note from reading the statute that while it 
prohibited plural marriages and made the same bigamy, it 
did not punish or in any manner interfere with the continued 
cohabitation of those who had previously entered into the 
polygamous relations. 

It was not until the 22d of March, 1882, under what is 
known as the Edmunds Act, that polygamous cohabitation be
came punishable under the laws of the United States. 

Sections 3 and 7 of the Edmunds Act read as follows : 
SEc. 3. That if any male person, in a Territory or other place over 

which the United States has exclusive jurisdiction, hereafter cohabits 
with more than one woman, he shall be deemed guilty of a misde· 
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meanor, and on convic:;tion thereof _ shall be punished by a fine 
of not more than $300 or by imprisonment for not more than six 

', months, o~ by both. said pun~shments, in the discretion of the court. 
SEC. 7. :rhat the Issue of bigamous or polygamous niarria"'eS known 

as :Mormon marriages, in cases in which such marriages "'have been 
solemnized according to the ceremonies of the 1\formon sect in any 
Territory of the United States, and such issue shall have been born 
'bef01·e the 1st day of January, A. D. 1883, are hereby legitimated. 

The Edmunds Act, so called, was taken by the leade-rs of the 
church at that time as persecution, and they assumed the atti
tude of martyrs to their religion. Many prosecutions followed 
and many convictions were had. Prominent Mormons who were · 
guilty of practicing polyg_amy were driven out of the country 
into Canada and Mexico and foreign lands. The feeling among 
the Christian people of the Republic was that not enough had 
been _done to entirely crush out this foal and debasing practice, 
and hence in 1887 Congress enacted what has since been called 
the Edmunds-Tucker Act, which changed the rules of evidence 
so as to make a lawful husband or wife of a person accused of 
bigamy, polygamy, etc., a competent witness. Not only this, but 
the law provided for the annulment and dissolution of the cor
por~tion known as the Church of Jesus Christ of Latter Day 
Saints. . . 

Under both the Edmunds and the Edmunds-Tucke~ Act all 
children that bad been born to plural wives were made legiti
mate, so that the children of the third or fourth wife, by act of . 
Congress, could inherit property from the father and have all 
of the rights that are guaranteed under the laws of our countrv 
to the children by the first wife. · . ~ 

-There is no question but what many of the Mormons at this 
time beli~ved that the Federal . Government had no constitu
tional authority to interfere with polygamy or polygamous co
habitation because of its being practiced as a part of the 1\.for
mo:.; religion. They were fanatics in this, precisely as Sydney 
Smith, a hundred years ago, found f anatics in the Methodist 
Church. 'l'hey went to the very limit in their opposition to the 
law, and to show their good faith in this, wrong as we all know 
them to have been, it is only necessary for me to cite to tile 
Senatm;s the case of Reynolds v. The United States, where he 
..-oluntarily came before the courts' and furnished the proof of 
violating the Edmunds law in order to test the question as to 
whether the Mormon religion, as promulgated by Brigham 
Young, could be practiced by his follo,Yers in spite of the legis
lation of Congress. 

The Supreme Court very properly and justly held that wl1ile 
t~e Mormon~ had a right to thei~· religion, and while they had a 
right. to belle>e that God permitted plural marriages, yet the 
practice of polygamy as such, j:>eing in violation of the laws of 
our count!.·y, could not be indulged, and the court sustained tile 
law in every respect. 

This decision and other litigation that was had in the Federal 
courts in the Territory of Utah and in the Supreme Court of -the 
United States brought the leaders of this church to a realiza
tion of the crisis that was upon them, and it was under thef':e 
conditions that I have here too briefly expressed tllat the then 
head of the Mormon Church, Wilford Woodruff, issued what 
has since been known as the manifesto, the official declaration 
of which I will here incorporate in my remarks: 
'l'o 'IChom, it may concern: 

Press dispatches having been sent for political purposes from Salt 
Lake City, ~vt~:ich !tave "~?een vi'idely publisheil, to the effect that the 
'Qtah CommiSSion, m their recent report to the Secretary of the Inte
riOr, allege that plural f!!Urriages are still being solemnized and that 
f0rty or m01:e such marnages ·have been ·contracted in Utah since last 
June, or durmg the past year ; also that in public discourses the leaders 
of the ch~·ch have taught, encouraged, and urged the continuance of 
the pract1ce of polygamy. 

I , therefore, as president of the Church of Jesus Christ of JJatter
Day Saints, do hereby, in the most solemn manner declare that these 
charges a:e .false. We are not teach_ing ~olygamy, 'or plm·al marriage. 
n_or perm1ttmg any person tQ enter· mto Its practice, and I deny that 
e1t~er forty or any ?ther. number of plural D?arriages have, during that 
JJN'I~d, been solemmzed m our temples or m any other place in the 
'l'erritory. 

. One case has been rl}ported in which the parties ·alleged that the mar
l'lage ":as performed rn the endo'l'i ment house, in Salt Lake Citv, in 
the sprmg of 1889, but I have n~t been able to learn who performed the 
ceremony. Whatever was done m this matter was without my knowl
edge. In consequence of this alleged occurrence the endowment house 
was, by my instructions, taken down without delay. 

In~smuch as. laws hn.ve been enacted by Congress forbidding plural 
marnages, which laws have been pronounced constitutional bv the 
court of last resort, I hereby declare my intention to submit to· those 
laws and to use my influence with the members of the church over 
which I preside to have them do likewise. 

There is nothing in my teachings to the church or in those of mv 
associates during the time specified which can be reasonably construed 
to inculcate or encour.age polygamy, and when any elder· of the church 
has used language which appeared to convey any such teacbincrs he bus 
been promptly reproved. And l now publicly declare that my 'advice to 
the Latter-Day Saints is to refrain from contracting any marriaae for-
bidden by the law of the land. · "' 

WILFORD 'WOODRUFF. 
Pn3sident of the Chm·ch of J f?SIIS Christ of Latte1·-Day Saints. 

This manifesto was issued by President Woodruff as be 
claimed, by the direct revelation from God. It was prese~ted un
der the laws of the church to a great convention of Mormons and 
adopted by: them, and in the following years again adopted by 
the Mormon Church, and thus became a part of the fundamental 
law of the 1\Iormon Church. 

Mr. President! it appeare?- .in evidence during the bearings be
fore ~he Committee on Pnvileges and Elections that a plural 
marriage could be valid in the Mormon Church according to the 
laws of that church. only when celebrated by the president or by 
somebody authorized by him to celebrate it. 
T~is manifesto, which was issued in September, 1890, by 

President Woodruff, was adopted at general conference of the 
members of the Mormon Church October 6, 1890, and thereby 
became a part of the fundamental law of the church. It · can 
not be _repealed or modified except by the action of a similar 
conference. 

Senators will thus see that since the adoption of the manifesto 
a plural marriage is in violation of the laws of the l\formon 
Church as it is a violation of the laws of the Federal Govern
ment. By its adoption the president ·of the church himself can 
not perform a legal plural marriage, arid what he can not do be 
can not authorize anybody else to do;- so that, as I have said, 
there can be no plural marriages under the laws of the church 
since the manifesto of 1890. Any man who has taken a plural · 
wife since then has not, under the laws of the church made her 
his wife. The relation is an adulterous one, punisbable both 
under the laws of the church and the laws of the land 

This was sworn to by President Joseph F. Smith. Durincr the 
course of his examination by Judge Tayler, this question I:> was 
propounded by him : 

Mr. TAYLER. Is the law of the church as well th 1 f th 1 d 
against the taking pf plural wives? ' as e a w 0 e un • 

Ir. SMITH. Yes, sir ; I will say-
l\lr. TAYLER. Is that the law? 
1\lr. SlliTH. I would substitute the word "rule" of the church. 
1\Ir. TAYLER. Rule? · 
M1·. SMI'l'H. Instead of law, as you put it. 
¥r. TAYLER. Very well. Then to take a plural wife would be a vio

latiOn of the rule of the church? 
l\lr. SMITH. It would 
Mr. TA~L.ER. Would it, be 'Such a violation of the rule of the church 

as would mduce the church authorities to take it up like the violat ion 
of any other rule would do? 

l\lr. S]ln•.rrr. It would. 

l\lr. Brigham H. Roberts testified that be was born in England 
ai!_d came to this counh·y when a boy; that he held the official 
position of one of the presidents of the seventies in the 1\formon 
C~urc~, and, in addition to that, that be is one of the assistant 
historians of the church, aud also an assistant to President 
~mith in an org~nization of young men, an auxiliary organiza
tion of the churcn; that as an author he had written a biocrrapby 
of John Taylor, A New Witness for God Outlines of Ec~le ias-
tical History, and other works. ' 

In speaking of the force and effect of the manifesto issued by 
President Woodruff and adopted by the l\lormon Church in two 
of its annual conferences, he said : 

I regard the manifesto as an administrative act of the president of 
the church, accepted by the church, and of bindin"' force upon its mem
bers. Bu! I r_egar~ it as an administr~tive act .;'bich President Wood
ruff, holdmg m his own bands the direct authority controllino- that 
Pfll'ticular matter-that is, the mat ter of marriages-had a pei·fect 
right to make, and the acceptance of that action by the church makes 
that a positive binding law upon the church. 

Mr. TAYLER. And those who do not obey it are subject to the pains 
and penalties sl?-ch as !l church under its discipline may inflict upon its 
members who dtsobey It? 

l\11'. ROBERTS. Yes, sir. 
1\lr. TAYLER. That is the rule of the church against the taking of 

plural wives. 
1\lt·. ROBERTS. Yes. 
l\lr. TAYLER. How does its force differ from the force of the rule 

against polygamous cohabitation? 
l\li'. ROBERTS. Not at all. 
:Mr. TAYLER. Then the disobedience of the one is as offensive to the 

church as the disobedience of the other? 
:Mr·. RoBERTS. I should think it would be . 
The CHAIRMAN. And both are of equal binding authority? 
M_r. ROBERTS. Yes, sir. , -
Other witnesses testified in a similar manner. 
The senior Senator from 1\Iichigan [Mr. BURROWS] said the 

other day, in his ..-ery able speech : 
Let me say at the outset, touching the charge that the Senator from 

Utah is a polygamist, and for that reason disqualified from holdin"' a 
seat in this body, no evidence was submitted to the committee in s'Up
port of such allegation, and, so far as the investigation discloses the 
Senator stands acquitted of that charge. * ·• • The Senator stands 
lJefoee the Senate in personal character and bearing above criticism and 

· beyond reproach, and if found disqualified for member;ship in this body 
it must be upon other grounds ~nd from other considerations. 

I wish, 1\lr. President, to enforce upon the minds of Senators 
and the country that all that I ha>e said respecting the personal 
cllaracter of Senator SMOOT and the purity of his life are con-

:... 
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·firmed· by the Senator from Michigan. What reason, then, does 
the Senator have in insisting that Senator SMoOT shall be ex
pelled from the Senate? He bas epitomized the objections urged · 
against him in the three following propositions : • 

First. That at the time of his election the State of Utah and the leg
islature thereof were under the complete domination of the Mormon 
hierarchy, of which he is a member, and that such hierarchy so far . 
"interfered with the fun ctions of the State" as to secure the election 
ot one of its own members and an apostle, and that his certificate of 
election by the legislature was only the recorded edict of the hierarchy 
in defiance of the .constitutional inhibition that "no church shall domi
nate the state nor interfere with its !unctions; " 

Second. Tha t this Mormon hierarchy, of which the Senator is a con
spicuous member, inculcates and encoura~es belief in and the practice of 
polygamy and polygamous cohabitation m violation. of the laws of the 
State prohibiting the same and in disregard of pledges made for its sup
pression ; and 

Third. Thaf the Senator, in connection with and as a member of such 
organization, has taken an oath of hostility to the Government of the 
United States incompatible with his obligation as a S~nator. 

·I shall undertake, l'l.lr. President, befo:J;"e I close my remarks, 
to show that not one of the propositions is supported either in 
law or in fact, and that the protestants, whose mouthpiece the 
senior Senator from Michigan [1\fr. BURRows] is upon the ftoor 
oftbe Senate, have utterly failed to make good any case against 
REED SMOOT. I shall not, however, J.\.Ir. President, discuss the 
propositions in the order in which they were taken up by the 
senior Senator from Michigan. I propose to discuss the second 
proposition first 

~'he Mormon hierarchy, so called, consists, as I understand 
it, of the president and his two counselors and the twelve 
.apostles. The Mormon Church is a religious organization, 
founded, as claimed by the senior Senator from Michigan, by re
ligious and pure-minded men. The doctrine that has brought it 
into disrepute and which has caused criminal charges to be pre
ferred against many of its members -is the doctrine of polygamy, 
which has been eliminated, as I have a lready· said, from the 
church doctrine by the manifesto of 1890, so that, as the church 
exists now, it is a religious organization composed of a presi
dent and his two counselors, the twelve apostles, and lesser 
officers in the church organized somewhat similar to other re
ligious organizations. 

Tile president is the supreme head of the church throughout 
the "·orld. His two counselors have no direct power other than 
to advise and counsel with him when called upon. The twelve 
apostles, who form a part of. the hierarchy, have no temporal 
authority and no religious authority outside of preaching the 
gospel. Any member of them, however, can be, and frequently 

_ iB, given certain powers and authority in the church by the 
president. These apostles are also consulted· by the president in 
church matters whenever he ha;; occasion to call upon any one 
or all .of them, relating to any church matter. 

It is made perfectly clear in the testimony of Mr. Talmage 
and every other intelligent witness who gave evidence on this 
subject that the church organization is primarily and wholly 
for the religious betterment of mankind. . Among other things 
that Mr. Talmage said in the course of his t~stimony before the 
Committee on Privileges and Elections was the following : 

Mr. TALMAGE. The first presidency, as I have stated, is composed of 
three high priests, who are known as the presiding high priests over 
the church. The quorum bas general direction of all church affairs 
throughout the world. The quorum of apostles has no jurisdiction as a 
quorum, nor has any member- that is, any individual apostle-any 
jurisdiction personally in the organized stakes and wards of the church 
while the first presidency is acting, except as the individual apostle or 

. the quorum may be directed to take charge and exercise supervision for 
the time being ill any part. In other words, the quorum of apostles is 
not a quorum of local presidency in any sense of the term, and the 
apoE.tles operate in the organized stakes and wards of the church ~s 
teachers and prea chers without any authority at all in the matter of 
enforcing any command or counsel or requirement. Indeed, they have 
no authority to make or to enforce such, if it were made, unless they 
act, as I said, by special appointment as representatives of the fit•st 
presidency. As a representative, by special appomtment, of the first 
presidency, any high priest could ad, if so called. But the apostles 
have a specific work that is required of them. 

Mt•. '\VoRTHINGTDN. Now, what is that? 
Mt·. TALMAGE. That is the work pertaining to missionary labor, par-

ticularly outside the organized wards and stakes. · 
Mr. WoRTHI""G'roN. Their prmcipal duty is that of missionaries out

side of organized stakes? 
1\Ir. TALMAGE. Yes, sir. 
'l'his is the "criminal body" that it is charged Senator SMOOT 

is a member of; and because of that membership it is insisted 
by the protestants and by the Senators who have already spoken 
against Senator SMOOT that he should be expelled from this 
body. 

I undertake to say, Mr. President, that there is no evidence 
that w'as taken before the Committee on Privileges and Elections 
that supports the cha rge that the apostles, as a religious organi
zation, is a criminal organization. There is no testimony that 
can be found within the co>ers of the four volumes of testimony 
that I have here before me, which includes all of the evidence 
which was heard before the Committee on P rivileges and Elec-

tions, that even tends to support the allegation so broadly made 
by the Senators who seek to expel REED SMOOT from the Senate 
of the United States. I will not say, Mr. President, that they 
have willfully misrepresented the evidence; I will not !\lay that 
they have ·deliberately sought to mislead the Senate on that im
portant subject;· they have failoo, as it -seems to me, to discrimi
nate between the apostles as a religious organization in the 
Mormon Church and the individual acts of some of the members 
of that Qrganization. The object and purpose for which the 
apostolic organization exists is to inculcate religious doctrine 
into the minds of the people throughout the civilized world and 
to lead them to espouse the doctrines of the Mormon Church 
with polygamy eliminated. 

Now, that some of the members of the organization still in
dulge in polygamous cohabitation and in their hearts believe that 
the doctrine of polygamy is of div_:ine origin does not make the 
organization a criminal organzation. The apostles, since the 
manifesto of 1890, according to the testimony of all of the wit
nesses who have given evidence upon that subject, do not 
preach the doctrine of polygamy or encourage polygamous co
habitation. It is not what a man believes, but what p.e does, 
that makes him a criminal. -

Mr. President, we have had an exhibition here to·day that 
furnishes a splendid illustration of the position which 1 ha>e 
just now taken. We all know, as was expressed by the Senator 
from Georgia [Mr. BACON] and others to-day, that there are hon
orable Senators upon ·this floor who as firmly believe that the 
Confederate States had a legal right to secede and form a sep
arate and independent governiOent as did the leaders of that 
great movement who put their beliefs into action and organized 
civil war. They, however, like the Mormons of to-day, have ac
·cepted the results of the war and have come back into the Union 
and taken their share of the burdens and benefits of a reunited 
Republic. Their beliefs regarding the righteousness of their 
cause, with many of them, is as firm t?-day as it was in the 
bloody days from '61 to '65. That bellef, however, does not 
make them traitors to their country, and the belief of any num
ber of the members of the· Mormon Church that polygamy is a 
principle of divine origin, as long as they do not preach/it as a 
part of the doctrines of the church, can bring no more punish
ment than can a Senator upon this floor be punished for enter
taininO' the principles of constitutional law that led the brilliant 
leader~ from the South to organize armed opposition .to the Gen
eral GoverniDent. 

So much, 1\Ir. President, for the individual belief on this sub
ject of polygamy. Now, let us look for a momen~ if you please, 
to the church organization of which REED SMoOT 1s a member. 

As I have already stated, that organization as such is pro
hibited by the rules of the church from preaching or ·inculcating 

· in any manner the doctrine that the followers of the Mormon 
Church have a right to and should indulge in plural marriages. 
The senior Senator from Michigan [Mr. BURRows] quoted a 
number of decisions of courts of last resort in several States 
and text writers to establish the following doctrine: 

Every person entering mto a conspiracy or common design already 
formed is deemed in law a party to all acts done by any of the other 
parties before or afterwards in furtherance of the common ·.design . 
The principle on which the acts and declarations of other conspirators, 
and acts done at different times, are admitted in evidence against the 
persons prosecuted is that by the- act of conspirillg together the. con-

. spirators have jointly assumed to themselves, as a body, the attr1bute 
of individuality so as regards the prosecution of the common design, 
thus rendermg whatever is done or. said by anyone in furtherance of 
that design a part of the res gestre and, therefore, the act of all. 

I am not inclined to criticise that law. I indorse it in spirit 
and .letter and believe that it expresses the principle which gov
erns the action of men iii every State in the Union. . The 
trouble,- however, with the law which has been quoted by the 
senior Senator from Michigan [1.\Ir. BURRows] is that it has 
no application to the case of REED SMOOT. This law of individ
ual responsibility is based upon the admitted fact ·that a crim
inal conspiracy exists and that the person who is charged with 
a crime is one of the conspirators; that the common object of 
the orO'anization of which he is a member is to commit a crime 
and then whatever is done under such circumstances by one ot 
the conspirators is equally chargeable against the others. 

The senior Senator from Michigan [Mr . . BURROws] cited, in 
his very able argument hel·e the other day in support of that 
doctrine, the case of Spies et al. v. The People of Illinois. 
Spies was indicted and convicted of murder of one Degan, who 
was killed by a bomb thrown by a fellow-conspirator of Spies 
at a time when Spies was not present. This doctrine, which 
I have already quoted from the text writer, was invoked in 
the cour ts of Illinois, and it was chai·ged that he was e·qualJy 

·guilty with the conspirator who threw the bomb. Before 
Spies could be charged with criminal offense t he State of 
Illinois was required to show that he was a member of an 

., 
t 
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organization known_ ns the " Intern:..·1..tional Associatio-n o:f Chi
cago," having for its· ·object the overthrow of the law and the 
de trnction of tbe Government. It was also shown that the-se 
members had advocated the use of bombs and. dynamite in any 
:form against the government of the city of · Chicago and the 
State of Illinois and the Federal Government. It was a body 
reeking with crime, and Spies was one of the leaders of this 

, o1·ganization. The conspirator, in throwing the bomb and kill
, ing Degan in the city of Chicago, was simply carrying out in 
spirit and letter the instructions of the organization of which 
Spies was a prominent member. Under these conditions the 
trial eourt held that he was equally guilty with the bomb 

• thrower in the murder of Degan. 
This law~ however, l\Ir. President,. can have no more applica

tion to REED SMOOT than it can. have to the Senator from 
lUichlgan himself. for- the reason, as I have stated, . that the 
Mormo-n apostles, as an organization, bas not been shown to be . 
a tre.:'lSo-nable organization or an organized conspiracy to. over
throw any of the laws of the State gr countr-y. 

That some of the apostles bave pfurai wives is a poor argu
ment to be urged for the unseating of Senator SMOOT. 

That officers high in the Mormon Church violate the laws of 
God and .man is a matter of the deepest concern to eve1·y fair
minded man in the country ; . but it furnishes a poor excuse for 
Senators to inflict punishment upon an innocent man simply 
because be believes in a religion that is advocated by them. 

I now come to consider the :first point the Senator made as 
a 1·eason why he proposes to vote to expel Senator SMooT; 
As I haYe stated, it is, in substance, that the State of Utah 
and the legislature were under the control and -domination of 
the Mo.rmo.n hierarchy, of which .:Mr. SMOOT. is a membet~, and 
that this hierarchy secured his election. 

I ·am somewhat surprised that a lawyer of the ability and a 
man of the acknowledged intelligence of the senior Senator 
from Michigan [l\Ir. BUimows] shoul-d submit a proposition of 
that character as a reason for depriving Senator- SMOOT of his 
seat in this body. I:f that principle were to prevail in the 
spirit and letter w.ith which he has argued it, it would, in one 
form or another, vacate nearly every seat in this body. The 
substance of the charge that be has formulated is that a mem
ber of the Mormon Church will vote for a Mormon to hold a 
political office in preference to a person living outside the fold 
of the church. That is the charge, stripped of the verbiage 
.:with which it is surrounded, in the proposition put by the senior . 
Senator from Michigan. 

I wish to call to the attention of the Senators that there is 
nothing in the Constitution of the United States that prohibits 
a State from having an established church. If the peop-le of the 
State of Michigan can revise their State constitution so as to 
require the taxpayers of thaf State to pay annually a certain 
sum for the maintenance of the Episcopal, the Catholic, the 
Presbyterian, or tbe Methodist, or any other church, such a 
clause in the constitution of Michigan or any other independent 
State in the · Republie would not be antagonistic to anything 
contained in the Constitution of the United States. · When the 
members of the Constitutional Convention of 1787 assembled in 
Philadelphia for the purpose of preparing a Constitution that 
would unite the thirteen separate sovereign States in one con
federated Republic, it was not their intention to limit the 
powers of any one -of those States in dealing with their own 
people. The purpose was to enable them, through this Federal 
agency, to deal more effectively with foreign powers and between 
themselves than could be done under the old Articles of Con
federation. They proposed to, and did, leave the largest liberty 
to the people of each one of the separate sovereignties to de
termine their internal and all domestic affairs as the people 
from time to time should will. Each State was governed by its 
own separate constitution, and that constitution could be 
amended or changed or absolutely destroyed and another one 
placed in its stead:, just as the people willed, in accordance with 
the terms of the chartered instrument under which they were 
then tiving. When they came to provide for additional States to 
be admitted into the Federal Republic they gave as much liberty 
to the proposed new State as any of the then thirteen States 
possessed or should possess after they had adopted the Federal 
Constitution. So that when Utah became a separate and inde
pendent State . in the American Republic the people of that 
State had the same power to adopt a constitution under the 
Constitution of the United States, and to provide, if you please, 
in that constitution a tux to support a State church that any 
one o'f the original colonies had when it entered into the negotia
tions that led to tbe adoption of the Constitution of 1787L Th.~t 
in tbe _whole history of the Repul>lic no State has ever resorted 
to that is no evidence that the power does not exist, but is a 
tribute to the independent thought arid independent action of 

th-e- peop.le of. the several States in forever keeping separate 
state and chm-ch. It was a wise consideration on the pru·t of 
the fathers of the Constitution that they left that power with 
tlle people themselves, because that power, with the people, can 
never be abused. as is evidenced by the history now of one hun
dred and twenty years under that Constitution. More than 
thirty States have been added to the· Republic, and no one of 
them bas ever thought .fit to tax the people of the State for 
the maintenance of an established church. 
But~ :Mr. President, while it is true that the people of no St."tte 

in this Republic have ever seen fit to make as a part of the o:~;L
ganie law of the State any such pro-vision as this, it is a noto-
rious fact that the various religious denominations have, from 
the earliest history of the Republic, taken a greater or less 
interest in all public questions and in the politics of the parties 
that have from time to time controlled the destinies of the 
Republic. Not only that, but men have combined outside of re~ 
ligious organizations to control cities and States and the Re
public. itself. 

If organizations, religious or otherwise, are to be cond~mned 
because they are interested in politic~ where would the Sena
tor from Michigan himself be to-day! He belongs to a great 
political organization that has for its object the controlling not 
only of the. destinies of the State that he so ably represents in 
this body,. but it has. the ambition to, and. has, as a matte1: of 
fact, for- more than forty years, controlled the destinies of this 
Republic itself. Is it any worse for members of a religious 
organization in any Stat~ to prefer one of their own numbet' as 
a United States Senator than it is for a politic:al o-rganization 
in the State of 1\fichigan to prefer the senior Senator from Michi
gan as their representative? If we are to embark upon criti
cisms of this ch~cter. where can we stop? 

It is a conceded fact .. Mr. President, that the Mormon people 
outnumber in the State of Utah' any other religious sect, and, 
indeed, they outnumber all other inhabitants o.f the State. Is 
there anytbiJlg unnatural, then, that in an election looking 'to 
th(! selection of a man for United States Senator to represent 
the interests of that State in this body_ the majority of the 
people would prefer to have a man not only in sympathy with 
them from a political standpoint, but a religious standpoint as 
well? The Mormon people in the State of Utah, in doing what 
is charged by the senior Senator- from Michigan IMr. Bmmows], 
have not only not committed any crime, but ·they have foilowed 
the principles that govern men in all conditions pf life and in all 
of the different religious denominations·. Do not two Baptists
other things. being equal-feel a little more kindly toward each 
other than they do toward two Presbyterians or two- Congrega
tionalists! If any favors are to be extended--other things be
ing equal-will riot . one Baptist favor an<>the.r rather than a 
her-etic in religion? 

Tbe charge,. however, made by the senior Senator- from 1\Iicbi
gan. [Mr~ Bmmows] as to.-the domination of the Mormon Church 
in all political affa-irs in Utah, is denied by Senator SM.ooT and 
by a large number of witnesses who appeared before the Com
mittee on Privil-eges and Elections, and it was shown by these 
witnesses th:at in Mormon communities where the Mormon vote 
largely outnumbered the opposition. candidates who did not be
lieve in the doctrines of the Mormon. Church were· elected to re
sponsible offices. Members of the supreme court of the State 
have been anti-Mormons, and members ·of the legislature and 
various State officerS have been vronounced anti-Mormons. 1\fy 
honorable friend at my rigbt [1\lr. SUTHERLAND] all his life has 
-not only not been a member of the Mormon Church, but in time 
and out of time he has publicly an-d privately denounced plm:al 
marriage- and polygamous eohabltation, and yet we find a State, 
with a majority of Mormons in it,. sending that -gentleman here 
to represent it in this body. 

If it were the fact, as argued to us the other day by the senior 
Senator from Michigan, that every office, from the lowest to the 
highest,. within the State of Utah is controlled absolutely by 
some membel' of the Mormon Church, then this condition as 
shown by the testimony before the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections would not exist. and no man who did not acknowledge 
fealty to the Mormon Church could hold any office, either of 
higll or low degree. I could, had I the time, present to the Sen
ators a long list of names of men who are anti-l\Iormons and 
who since the Territory became a State have ·held important 
local and State offices. 

'l'b.e people· of Utab are divided, not on religio.us lines, but on 
industrial and economical lines. Senator SMOOT is a pronounced 
protectionist,. and the majority of the people of that State are 
of his faith on this industrial question, as are the majority of 
the people ·of the State of Michigan of that belief politically; 
and it was, as I gather- from a careful examination of the testi
mony, upon this branch of th_e case as presented to om commit-
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-tee that Senator SMoOT was selected, because he more nearly 
_represented the views of the majority of the people on all in
dustrial and economical questions than his opponent. He was 
selected precisely as my honored friend from Michigan [1\Ir. 
BuRROws] was selected to represent his State in this great legis
lative body. . 

I think I am safe in saying, Mr. President, that neither the 
majority in this Senate nor the people in the country will in
dorse the views of the senior Senator from Michigan that Sena
tor SMooT should be deprived of his seat in the Senate because 
a majority of the people of the State of Utah are of the same 
religious faith as himself and voted for him in preference to his 
opponent. 

The legislature that elected him was composed of Mormons 
and non-Mormons. He was elected by the Republicans in the 
.legislature, Mormons and non-1\Iormons, and was opposed by the 
Democrats in that body, Mormons and non-1\Iormons. 

1\fr. President, the ·next proposition that was made by the 
Senator from l\Iichigan, advocating t~e expulsion of Senator 
SMOOT from this body, was that the Sena~or, in conne~tion with 
and as a member of such organization, has taken an oath of 
hostility to the Government of the United States incompatible 
with his "obligation as a Senator. . 

It is conceded, I think, by the Senator from Idaho and by 
the senior Senator from Michigan that as an apostle Senator 
SMooT was not required to and did not take an oath, and that his 
relations with the Mormon Chur~h, so far as that is concerned, 
are the same as that of a lay member. 

I remember that in the testimony of Mr. Critchlow, who was 
one of the laWYers from that State who .came here to aid the 
protestants against Senator SMOOT taking a seat, he made the 
statement that his position was no different from that of a lay 
member of the Mormon Church. So I wish to get fully before 
the · minds of the Senate that neither the Senator from Idaho 
not the Senator from Michigan nor any of the advocates of 
the expulsion of Senator .SMooT from this body claim that the 
oath be has taken which would disqualify him is an oath that 
was taken as an apostle of the church, and that had a lay .mem
ber of that church come here he would be under the same dis
ability that is urged against the Senator from Utah by the 
Senator from Michigan, if he had gone. through the endowment 
house, and that the oath that is here referred to in this third 
proposition is not an apostolic oath, but what is known as the 
"endowment oath." If . any person ought to know whether 
Senator SMOOT has taken such an oath, he himself is that per
son. He was a witness in his own behalf before the Committee 
on Privileges and Elect~ons and was questioned upon this very 
subject. He stated that he had i;aken the endowment oath 
when a mere boy and gave the circumstances under which the 
oath was taken. His evidence is that there is absolutely 
nothing in that oath of the character charged by the senior 
Senator from Michigan [Mr. BURRows]. He .· further stated 
that not only was it no oath of hostility to the Government of 

-the United States or incompatible with his obligations as a Sen
ator, but that it was purely of a religious character without 
reference to the obligations that he assumed in this body when 
he took .the oath of office. It is conceded not only by the senior 
Senator from Michigan that Senator SMOOT is an honorable 
man, but by every person who has had anything to do with 
the protestants before the Committee on Privileges and Elec
tions. He says, under the solemnity of an oath before our com
mittee, that there is nothing in the endowment oath that inter
fered with his taking the oath that he did in this body as ·a Sen-· 
ator of the United States, and that he is untrammeled, so far as 
that oath or his connection with the Mormon Church is con
cerned, in giving absolute fealty in every respect to the Gov
ernment of the United States. If, Mr. President, there were 
no other testimony in the case on behalf of Senator SMOOT 
than his own, I think it should be enough to satisfy Senators, 
especially in view of the fact that for three years they have 
noted his conduct as a Senator and have seen in him nothing 
but the high character that all accord him-that his word 
should have a controlling force and effect on this question. 

The testimony, however, that has been offered upon this 
branch of the case by those opposed to Senator SMOOT is of a 
character that would recei\e but little consideration in a court 
of justice. Of · all the witnesses who testified before our com
mittee there were only seven who made any pretense of testify
ing about such an obligation. The testimony. of these witnesses 
is all of a vague and indefinite character. The witnesses them
selves are untrustworthy or disreputable in character, and the 
se\en combined would receive but little consideration in any 
com:t of record in any of the States of the Republic on any 
question that involved even the property interests of a citizen; . 
much l"".ss, then, should they receive consideration here where 

. - . 
the rights of a great State are involved, in addition to the repu
tation of one of the leading citizens of that State. As an illus
tration of the character of these seven witnesses I challenge 
the attention of the Senate to the testimony of 1\Irs. Elliott, who 
was brought here from Utah to testify regarding this oath. In 
order to qualify berself to make a proper showing before the 
committee, the Senate, and the country, she was asked various 
questions regarding her own record. She testified that- she was 
living with .a second husband; that her first husband was dead. 
She stated when he died, and that after she had lived as · a 
widow for some time, she again married. When .the respond
ent produced his witnesses the first husband of Mrs. Elliott was 
brought here, and he said he was not only not dead, but that he 
had been a very live man ever since he and his wife had sepa
rated; that he had corresponded continuously with his children 
who were with their mother, and that she knew when she testi: 
fied that he was living and well. Can anybody take evidence 
of that kind to impeach the character and standing of a citizen 
like Senator REED SMOOT? 
. Senator SMOOT is corroborated in his testimony by that of all 
of the leading witnesses who gave testimony on that subject. 
While most of them declined to give the endowment oath, they 
gave as thei:r; reason for such declination · that it was a secret 
religious obligation. The same reasons that influence a Mason to 
decline to reveal the oaths that are taken by a member when he 
takes the "different degrees in that great secret organization 
influenced these witnesses in declining to give this religious obli
gation. But each witness was explicit in stating that there was 
nothing in the obligation that indicated hostil_ity of the Govern
ment of the United States. In numbers and character these 
witnesses overshadowed the testimony of the witnesses who had 
sworn to such an obligation. 
· No person, as it seems to me, who can properly analyze testi
mony can take the evidence that has been offered -upon this 
proposition and arrive at any other conclusion than that Senator 
SMOOT is right and ·truthful when he says that he bas never 
taken an obligation that is incompatible with his duty to the 
Government of the United States or that would influence him. 
as a Senator in t his body . . 

I ·ha.ve net the time to take the testimony of each witness and 
read it so that Senators can see that the conclusions that I have 
reached upon this testimony are not only logical but irresistible. 

The report signed by the senior Senators from Ohio and In
diana [Mr. FoRAKER .and l\fr. BEVERIDGE] and the junior Senators 
from Vermont and Pennsylvania [Mr. DILLINGHAM and 1\Ir. 
KNox] with myself contains a careful analysis of the testimony 
on that subject, and I commend it to any doubting Thomas in 
this body, if such there be on this question. 

The oath that was taken by Senator SMOOT when he became 
a member of · the Senate of the united States supersedes any 
oath that he may have taken at any previous period in his life. 
It was ta}ren without any mental reservation, a:nd his whole 
course in the Senate has shown that no obligation that he has 
taken in life, so far as influencing his conduct, is in conflict with 
his duty as a United States Senator. I shall therefore, 1\fr. 
President, pursue this line of thought no further. There are, 
however, some questions that I desire to discuss briefly before I 
close my remarks. 

There is a great misunderstanding in the public mind regard
ing the extent with which polygamous cohabitation is practiced 
among the Mormons. With a church membership of more than 
300,000, in 1890 it was ascertained by a careful census that there 
were 2,451 polygamous families. Since the manifesto of 1890, as 
I have already shown, the plural marriages that have taken 
place in the church have been exceedingly few in number. 
They ha\e been sporadic and probably do not exceed in number 
the number of bigamous marriages that can be found in a like 
population in almost any State in the Union. These polygamous 
families were all formed prior to the manifesto of 18DO. When 
they were entered into the parties taking on these relations be: 
lieved that they were justified in the sight of God and man; 
children were reared under such conditions; and, as I have al
ready shown, the laws of our country have legitimized these 
children. · 

The problem that confronted these men who had plural wives 
after the laws of Congress had legitimized their children by 
their plural wi\es was, What should be done with the mothers 
of their children? Should they be driven into the street penni
less and uncared for, or thrown upon society in the anomalous 
and unenviable position that they would hold? Or should these 
men who, when they took them as plural wives, believed, as did 
the women, that the relation was sanctified in the sight of God 
and that. it was pure and exalted by religious approval, care for 
them? 

The consensus of opinion in the State of Utah among the 
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Gentiles as well us the Mormons was · that if· the husbands of 
these plural wives cared for them, without flaunting such re
·Iations in the face of the public, it would be better to let them 
care for them along with the children these women had borne 
'them and let time and death solve the ultimate problem of the 
·extinction of polygamy in the Mormon Church. , 

The leading citizens of Utah who were non-Mormon not only 
acquiesced ·in this solution of the problem, but they gave it 
their sanction by" word · and act. 
· I denounce any so-.called plural marriages since the manifesto 
of 1890 in as strong terms as does the Senator from Michigan 
Tl\Ir. BURRows]; but, Mr. President, I want Senators and I want 
the people of the country to understand that since 1890 there 
-bas been an honest effort on the part of the Mormon people to 
live up to the laws of the land and live up to that manifesto 
·issued by the head of the cbUI·ch. 

Mr. BURROWS. 1\-Ir. President--· 
· The VICE-PRESIDENT. D<>es the Senator from Illinois 
yield to· the Senator from Michigan? 

Mr. HOPKINS. CeJ·tainly. 
: Mr. BURROWS. 1\Iay I .ask the Senator if, when be states 
that there has been an honest effort made to live up -to the 
·manifesto, he does not lose sight of the fact that at least five 
of the apostles have taken new wives since the manifesto? 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. President, I thank the Senator for call
ing my attention to that. One would suppose from the posi
tion taken by the Senator from Michigan Jmd by the Senator 
from Idaho that not only five apostles bad taken plural · wives, 
but that they were multiplying these plural marriages as they 
did before the ma!lifesto of 1890. Can the Senator from l\Iich
igan tell me the number of plural marriages in the Mormon 
Church since 1890? 

Mr. BURROWS. The number is shown in the evidence, but 
I do not now exactly recall it. 

l\fr. HOPKINS. I have it. · 
Mr. BURROWS. But there liave been several. 
Mr. HOPKINS. I am going to answer the Senator on that. 
Mr. BURROWS. A number of them have taken plural wives. 
l\fr. HOPKINS. I am going to discuss that fully. · 
Mr. BURROWS. It does not follow from that that others 

are taking plural wives, but it is true that the bead of the 
church and some of the apostles have indulged in plural mar
riage since the manifesto. One thing more. I should like to 
ask the Senatoi· if tb:e older people are called upon to take 
care of their wives as a humane act? L9 there any reason why 
they should continu~ to cohabit with them and increase th(;l 
number of the offspring? · 

Mr. HOPKINS. I will say to the Senator that on that propo
sition· I will give him the answer of the head of the Mormon 
Church, which is found in the evidence. It is not necessary for 
me to make an answer to that proposition. That very question 
was put to the head of the Mormon Cburc~ who bus had a 
number of children born since the manifesto, and I submit that 
answer, not only to the Senator, but to Senators in this body 
and to the public generally. 

Now, l\.Ir. President, to come back to my proposition. Mark 
you, this manifesto was promulgated in 1890, sixteen or seven
teen years ago. How many plural marriages have there been 
since that time? We have here, as I have said, four volumes of 
testimony. They have raked the entire Mormon Church from 
Mexico to Canada, and throughout the mountainous States; they 
have taken every case that they could find, whether the evidence 
warranted it or not. I. have gone through the testimony, and I 
find that dUI·ing the sixteen or seventeen years since the mani
festo, on their own showing, there have been only twenty so
called ."plural marriages"-a little over one year in a population 
of 300,000. Take the same population in almost any part of the 
country and there would be nearly the same number of bigamous 
marriages. 

The evidence does not warrant the conclusion that there have 
been even twenty of these marriages. I base my statement as 
to the number upon the contention of the protestants themselves, 
but when you come to sift the evidence it absolutely fails, and if. 
the law that governs testimony in actions dealing with property 
and lives in the· courts of our country were to be invoked, they 
could not show five cases of this kind. 

The Senator has suggested that five of the apostles have 
taken plural wives. I met that proposition when I showed that 
if these men had violated the law, the apostles and the church 
itself did not preach the doctrine of polygamy. I tnet that 
when I showed that this manifesto is sent out by the mission
aries, is scattered broadcast in the church, and is acquiesced 
in as one of the doctrines of the church to-day. That one indi
vidual or five individuals violate the law can not make a crimi-

nal out of a church of 300,000 people. That one man· or five 
among the apostles violate the law can not make REED SMOOT 
a criminal, any more than the Senator from Michigan would be 
a criminal because some Senator sitting near bb.n might violate 
the law. REED SMOOT has no control over the individual actions 
of the apostles any more than the Senator from Michigan bas 
control over the individual actions of the Senator from Colorado. 

Mr. President, as I have said, it is not my purpose to take up 
very much more time of the Senate in the discussion of this 
question. _ 

1\fr. FULTON. Mr. President--
Tile VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Illinois 

yield o the Senator f.:rom Oregon? 
Mr. HOPKINS. Yes. 
Mr. FULTON. The Senator may have explained, but I did 

not unde-rstand him if he did, whether in the case of the twenty 
polygamous marriages which have been celebrated since 1890 

· the ceremony was performed by the church in all of them or 
any of them? 

Mr. HOPKINS. I am very much obliged to the Senator for 
calling my attention to that. Under the rules and regulations 
of the church a plural marriage, even in polygamous days, was 
not a legal mru.-riage, unless it was performed by the president 
of the church ot by somebody designated by him. 

Since the manifesto of 1890 neither the president nor any 
other official of the church bas authorized a plural marriage, 
and none bas taken place in a Mormon church or in a sanctuary 
of any character belonging to the Mormon Church within the 
limits of the United States. The alleged taking of plural wives 
among the apostles, mentioned by tbe Senator from 1\Iicbigan, 
occurred in Cana,.da or Mexico, outside of the limits of our own 
country. This is enough to show that those individuals · when 
they left their own counh-y reco.gnized that they had left their 
church, and that they were not only violating the laws of t he 
l\formon Church, but that they were violating . the laws of our 
country as well. So they went to a foreign country to consum
mate this relation. I showed, Mr. President. in my earlier re
marks that that relation is an adulterous one in the eyes of the 
Mormon Church, the same as it is among the GentHes themselves. 

Ur. DUBOIS. Mr. President--
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Illinois 

yield to the Senator from Idaho? 
l\Ir. HOPKINS. I do. 
:Mr. DUBOIS. I w·ill ask the Senator from Illinois, if be 

will allow me, if the Mormon Church bas undertaken to pun:isb 
any of these polygamists for entering into this adulterous rela
tion? 

l\Ir. HOPKINS. I will answer my friend from Idaho by say
ing that the other day I read in a newspaper that a member of a 
religious organization in one of the Western States bad com
mitted the crime of bigamy. I ask the Senator if he knows 
whether the members of his church have prosecuted that man? 
One question is as fair as the other. It is not necessary in order to 
clear the skirts of REED SMooT, or any lay Mormon in the church, 
that be should prosecute a person for committing a crime. · The 
obligation is upon the Senator himself with the same degree of 
responsibility as it is upon any member of the church. If be 
knows "that a man has violated the law it is his duty, according 
to his own code of ethics, to present that evidence to a grand 
jury to have them indict him. Has he gone and presented these 
charges to the grand jury in the State of Utah or in Salt Lake 

. City? 
1\Ir. DUBOIS. · I myself have not. 
1\fr. HOPKINS. That is all I want to know. 
Mr. DUBOIS. But the people of Utah have gone, and the 

courts of Utah have paid no attention to the presentation, and 
it is useless. . 

1\Ir. HOPKINS. Where a crime is committed and nobody fol
lows jt up, the criminal goes unwbipped of justice. That is 
true outside of the Mormon Church as it is true inside of the 
church ; and if they bad legaT evidence of any of these apostles 
taking plural wives, why have they not prosecuted them instead 
of coming here and seeking to punish a man who has done more 
than any thousand people in this country to stamp out the crime 
of polygamy? They are trying to punish a man who has shown 
that he possesses the qualities of heart and bead to do all in 
his power to stop this crime, and yet because some members of 
the church violate the law, these honored Senators say that be 
should be expelled from the .Senate of the United States. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President-- . 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Illinois 

yield to the Senator from Indiana? · 
Mr. HOPKINS. I yield. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. In answer to the Senator's questien, 
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whether the Senator from Illinois could cite an instance where 
·there had been any punishment by another Mormon of Mor
mons for having entered into polygamous relations, I have not 
read the testimony recently, but the Senator has, and I call 
his attention to a case, as I remember it, when I was present 
when the testimony was being taken. I believe it was a bishop 
of a stake by the name of Harmer, who ·had taken another 
wife, and the attention of the Senator from Utah, not then a 
Senator, was called to it. The bishop himself went to Provo, 
the home of the Senator from Utah, not then a Senator, and 
told him about this thing, about which there was a great deal 
of rumor. The upshot of the whole matte.r, as I remember the 
testimony-and the Senator from Illinois will know about what 
it was-was that on his way home from Provo this bishop of 
the stake, who had entered into relationships with more than 
one woman, was arrested by the sheriff, was by the church 
authorities deposed from the bishropric, and was prosecuted 

. and finally sent to the penitentiary. I do not know whether 
that is correct or not, but that is as I remember it. 

1\fr. DILLINGHAM. He himself testified to it. 
1\Ir. BEVERIDGE. The Senator from Vermont suggests that 

it was the bishop himself who testified to that fact. 
1\fr. DUBOIS. If the Senator from Illinois "will pardon me, 

I will show the difference. Bishop Harmer was not married 
to the second woman. He was living with her in a purely adul
terous relation. Therefore the Mormon Church made an ex
ample of him. Had she been married to him as a second wife, 
they would not have interfered, because they never have done 
so. 

1\Ir. BEVERIDGE. Then, the Senator's suggestion is-·-
1\Ir. HOPKINS. Right here let me say a word. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. Yes. · • 

.Mr. HOPKINS. I .have shown, Mr. President, that there can 
not be in the Mormon Church to-day the taking of a plural 
wife. That is an impossibility under the law of the church 
and the relation is an adulterous one, just as stated by th~ 
Senator from Idaho. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. And the suggestion of the Senator from 
Idaho in ans,yer is that the reason why they deposed him from 
his religious office and the reason why they sent him to the 
penitentiary for a criminal offense is -that he did not marry the 
woman. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Exactly; precisely. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE . . Then, according to that, the Senator from 

Idaho must go on and show that it is the habitual practice to 
persecute people out there if they do not contract polygamou:s 
marriages, which, of course, is reductio ad absurdum. 

l\!r. SU'l'HERh-<\.ND. Mr. President--
'rhe VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Illinois 

yield to the Senator from Utah? 
. Mr. HOPKINS. Certainly. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. If the Senator from Illinois will per
mit me, I will state that I am pretty familia~ with the Harmer 
case referred to, altho~gh I do not now recall precisely what the 
evidence showed about it. 

l\!r. Harmer was a bishop in the county in which my colleague 
lives. It was very clearly shown when he was arrested that he 
had gone to Mexico and had married his plural wife the ·e. By 
the way, Utah has a law upon the subject of polygamy, forbid
ding and punishing it. Mr. Harmer could not be prosecuted 
under the law of the State of Utah because the offense was not 
committed in that jurisdiction. The only thing for which he . 
could be prosecuted was the crime of adultery. He was prosC'
cuted for that. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. And sent to the penitentiary. 
- Mr. SUTIIER:LAl\rn. Not only is that the fact, but I happen 
to know something further about it. My colleague himself 
spoke to one of the civil officers of the county, the sheriff of the 
county, whom I know very well. The sheriff of the county in
vestigated the case. The sheriff was a Mormon. This man was 
arrested. He was prosecuted by a Mormon district attorney 
and was convicted before a Mormon judge and sent to the peni
tentiary for eighteen months. That is the history of the case. 

Mr. 'BEVERIDGE. · Upon the original information of the 
Senator from Utah himself. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Yes. Not only that, but, as I am in
formed and as I have every reason to believe is the fact, after 
this man had been in the penitentiary for something less than 
a year, an effort was made to secure his pardon, and a peti~ 
tion was presented to my colleague, who declined to sign it. 
He declined to ask for the man's pardon. 

As I say, I do not recall what th.e evidence was, but I state 
what I know about it because I happened to reside in Utah 
Oounty at the time, within 6 miles of where it happened . . 

Mr. HOPKINS. I thank the Senator for giving us the in
formation be has upon that subject, and I want to emphasize 
to the Senate a fact which appea!·s in the evidence before the 
committee, and that is that the younge1' Mormons · th1:oughout 
the length and breadth of the State of Utah and wherever the 
l\Iormon Church· is located are opposed to polygamy and polyga
mous cohabitation as much as is the Senator from Michigan 
himself. 

That time and death will speedily end this blot upon the 
church and upon the civilization of our country as well is 
evidenced from the fact that in October, 899, nine years after 
the first census had been taken, the number of polygamous 
families had been reduced to 1,543. Another investigation was 
made in May, 1902, as to the number of polygamous families 
in the Mormon Church, and the 1,543 families had dwindled to 
807. At the time that this case was being considered by the 
Committee on Privileges and Elections it was stated without 
question by the leading counsel for Senator SMOOT that the 
number of polygamous families in existence to date had beeri 
reduced by death to about 500. . 

Mr. President, in the short spf!_ce oi sixteen or seventeen 
years the number of polygamous families in the Mormon 
Church has been reduced from 2,451 to 500. Those that remain 
are old men and old women, and in a . few years tlie 500 will 
be entirely blotted out. Then the Mormon Church will stand 
forth freed not only from preaching and inculcating the doc
trine of plural wives and polygamous cohabitation, but in the 
practiee of the church it will be freed from having a solitary 
polygamous family within its fold. 

I can understand how some fanatics may say that this method 
of dealing with this crime. upon our civilization is too charitable 
and that the strong arm of the law shoul.d take these gray:. 
haired offenders, both men and women, and punish them to the 
limit of the law. The experience of mankind, however, Mr. 
President, is entirely against such drastic measures. Persecu·
tion (or what seems to the prosecuted persecution) simply in
flames the spirit of the martyr, and instead of stifling the of
fense or crime of polygamy, it stimulates the fanatics in the 
church' to practice it and to preach it, believing that by so doing 
they are earning eternal salvation and a higher and better place 
near the throne of God. · · 

The overwhelming sentiment in Utah and in the adjoining 
States where the Mormon Church exists is in favor of eliminat
ing the last vestige of polygamous cohabitation in the church by 
time rather than the adoption of the drastic measures that I 
have already referred to. The leading Gentiles of Utah fa>or 
this plan. 'J.'hey believe it to be more humane and more effective 
than to make martyrs of those who still adhere to the plural 
wives taken by them prior to the manifesto of 1890. This. prob
lem of plural wives and polygamous cohabitation is one that our 
missionaries have met with in theil· missionary fields in the 
Orient. 

In a book published in 1904 by Harlan P. Beach, entitled "In 
India and Christian Opportunity," in dealing with the general 
subject of problems connected with new converts, the author 
says, on page 222 : 

Polygam·y.-One difficulty in the way of receiving a professed convert, 
though affecting only a small percentage of candidates, is a · most per
plexing one; it is that of applicants who have more than one wife. As 
Hindoo or Mohammedan they have entered in good faith into marriage 
contracts with these wives, and i.f a man puts away all but one what 
provision shall be made for the rejected, and on · what principle shall 
he ' decide as to the one to be retained ? * * * Some good mis
sionaries ' hold that where the husband is living the Christian life in all 
sincerity it is better to reC'eive into the church such a candidate, though 
not eligible to any church office, than to require ·him to give up all but 
one wife and thus brand with illegitimacy his children by them, as well 
as occasion the wives so put away endless reproach and embarrassment. 

The Rev. John P. Jones, D. D., in a book which he published 
in 1903, in treating of this same subject, said: . 

If it be demanded of the man that he put away all but one of those 
wives taken in heathenism, then we ask whether it is Christian or even 
just to cast away one to whom he was solemnly and religiously pledged 
according to the laws of the land and with whom he has been linked 
in love and harmony for years, and from whom he has begotten chil
dren? * * * It is not easy, on Christian grounds, to decide such 
a problem as this; nor is it very Christian to put a ban upon any 
woman who, in accordance with their religion and their countrts 
laws, has formed this sacred alliance with a man and has lived w1th 
him for years; nor can it be right to brand with illegitimacy the 
children born of such a wedlock. 

I cite these authors, Mr. President, to show _ that men of lib
eral views, but sincere .Christian spirit, find it difficult to meet 
and solve the problem among the converts to the Christian re
ligion in the. Orient. The highest authority on this subject 
counsels toleration and the recognition of the convert to the 
rights of the Christian church, although he may still hold to 
his plural wife. . 

These examples show the questions that our missionaries are 

l 
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meeting with constantly. These men have been taught, from 
their experience in countries where polygamy is practiced, the 
doctrine of charity, and have recommended· practically the 
same course toward the converts to Christianity-where these 
com·erts have plural wi\es-that has been adopted by the 
people of Utah and the other Western States where polygamy 
once held sway as a part of the doctrines and teachings of the 
Mormon Church. 

It is not, however, for the Senate of the United States, Mr. 
President, to determine which course should be pursued to 
eliminate forever this last vestige of barbarism on the civiliza
tion of our times. We hay-e only to deal with Senator SMOOT 
and his record, and that alone must determine our action. 
From the consideration that I ha\e giv.en to it, and for the reasons 
that I have here expressed, I feel, 1\Ir. President, that I would 
be false to the oath that I have taken were I to vote to expel 
him from the Senate of the United States, and I shall, therefore, 
when the time comes for the Senate to determine this mo
mentous question, cast my ·_vote in favor of his retaining his 
seat. · 

1\ir. CULLOM obtained the floor. 
Mr. DUBOIS. 1\ir. President--
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Illinois yield 

to the Senator from Idaho? 
1\lr. DUBOIS. Just for a moment? 

· 1\Ir. CULLOM. I can not yield. I have been yielding all day. 
Mr. DUBOIS. Just a moment? I want to ask the junior 

Sen a tor from Illinois a question. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Illinois has nol 

yielded. 
1\lr. DUBOIS. · I desire to ask your colleague a qt.sestioh. 
1\fr. CULLOM. The Senator may ask a question, but I can 

not yield for any length of time. 
1\fr. DUBOIS. I should like to ask the junior Senator from 

Illinois a question. I have not interrupted him during his very 
interesting discourse. He has referred a number of times to 
the testimony which shows that Senator SMOOT is an opponent 
of polygamy; that be does not belie've in polygamy; that he 
differs with the president of his church in regard to that. I 
should like to ask the Senator from Illinois when he is revising 
his remarks to indicate where publicly at any time or place 
REED SMOOT has opposed polygamy in any form. Let him indi
cate in what part of the testimony such references can be found. 
· Mr. HOPKINS. I can not put in my speech any more than I 
ha-ve said, but I will say to the Senator that the proposition be 
has made here is one that he has discussed twenty, forty, or a 

.hundred times before the committee. The whole life of Senator 
SMOOT is a protest against polygamy. Every act that he has 
engaged in, either in the church or outside of it, is a condemna
tion of it. It is not necessary for a man to go up and shake 
hia fist in the face of another to show his disapproval. It is not 
necessary for 1\fr. SMOOT to stand up in the tabernacle and say, 
·~I ·denounce President Smith" or this man or that }DUn, to show 
that he is opposed to the practice of polygamy. His whole life, 
Mr. President, is what I put in evidence to show the fact that 
he is an opponent of the practice of polygamy, and the Senator 
from Idaho himself dare not stand upon this floor or say before 
any audience that knows the facts that REED SMooT has not ·been 
a consistent and persistent opponent of the practice of polygamy, 

Mr. DUBOIS. I do say so distinctly--
1\Ir. CULLOM . . Mr. President--
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Illinois 

yield to the Senator-from Idaho? 
Mr. CULLOM. I do not; not at present. 
l\'Ir. DUBOIS. The junior Senator from Illinois 'Said this was 

in the testimony in regard to Senator SMOOT's opposition to 
polygamy. It is not a fact. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The senior Senator from Illinois de
clines to yield. 

Mr. CULLOM. There will be time hereafter to discuss this 
~uestion. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had 
passed the following bills : 

S. 10. An act granting an increase of pension to Roswell 
Prescott; 
· S. 123. An act granting an increase of pension to William M. 
Morgan'; 

S. 480. An act granting an increase of pension to Silas A. 
Reynolds; 

S. 677. An act granting an increase of pension to Albert G. 
Peabody, jr.; 

XLI-GO 

S. 679. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Kelly; 

S. 768. An act granting an increase of pension to William H. 
Rhoads; 

S. 771. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel G. 
Kreidler; 

S. 774. An act granting an increase of pension to August 
Krueger; 

S. 831. An act granting an increase of pension to Isaac G. 
Clark; 

S. 1240. An act granting an increase of pension to Dana W. 
Hartshorn; 

S. 1257. An act granting an increase of pension to Patrl<:k 
O'Day; . 

S. 1347. An act granting a pension to 1\Iartha W. Pollard; 
S. 1493. An act granting an increase of pension to Cathrin 

Huff; · · . 
S. 1857. An act granting an increase of pension to William 

Vantilburgh; 
S. 1891. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles F. 

l\I. 1\Iorgan ; · 
S. 1941. An act granting an increase of · pension to Elvira A. 

Kelly; 
S. 2249. An act granting an increase of pension to George W. 

Smith; 
s. 2541. An act granting an increase of p~nsion to Thomas W. 

1\lurray; 
s. 2563. An act granting a pension to Isaac Carter ; 
s. 2643. An act granting an increase of pension to James H. 

Thrasher; 
S. 2669. An act granting an increase of pensi?n to Winfield S. 

Ramsay; 
s. 2734. An act granting an increase of pension to John R. 

Conyngham ; · 
s. 2737. An act granting an increase of pension to Benjamin 

H~~; . 
s. 2749. An act granting an increase of pension to John H. 

Brooks; 
s. 2794. An act ·granting an increase of pension to John · H. 

Allison; 
s. 3220. An act granting an increase of pension to Wilbur H. 

Clark; 
s. 3221. An :u::t granting an increase of pension to Robert 

1\lills ; 
s. 3671. An act granting an increase of pension to Louis Cas-

tinette; 
s. 3763. An act granting an increase of pension to .1\fary A. 

Baker; 
s. 3767. An· act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 

Turner; 
s. 3931. An act granting an increase of p~nsion to Fanny A. 

Pearsons; 
s. 4032. An act granting an increase of pension to . Solomon 

Craighton; 
s. 4053. An act granting an increase of pension .to William A. 

Smith; 
s. 4127. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 

Paine; 
s. 4389. An act granting an increase of pension to Florence B. 

Plato; 
s. 4406. An act granting an increase of pension to Susan N. 

Fowler; 
s. 4510. An act granting an increase of pension to Rufus C. 

Allen; 
S. 4542. An act granting an increase of pension to Aaron 

Daniels: 
s. 4771. An act granting an increase of pension to George R. 

Turner; 
S. 4772. An act granting an increase of pension to Gertrude 

1\lcNeil; 
S. 4894. An act granting an increase of pension to Robert 

Ramsey; 
S. 4909. An act granting an increase of p~nsion to Louis 

Sidel; 
S. 4979. An act granting an increase of pension to Don C. 

Smith; 
S. 5067. An act granting an increase of pension to l\1artin 

Schultz; 
S. 5073. An act granting an increase of pension to Daniel G. 

Smith; . 
S. 5084. An act granting a pension to John W. Connell; 
S. 5138. An act granting a pension to Jane Metts; 
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S. 5156. An act granting an increase of pension to Granville 
F. North; 
· S. 5176. An act granting an increase of pension to Lewis C. 

Janes; 
S. 5443. An ·act granting an increase of pension to James D. 

Merrill; 
- S. 5493. An act granting an increase of pe~sion to Marcus 
Wood; 

S. 5502. An act granting an increase of pension to John B. 
Coyle; 

S. 5573. An act granting an increase of pension to Gustavus 
A. 'l'hompson; · 

S. 5599. An act granting an increase of pension to Dennis 
Flaherty; 

S. 5685. An act granting an increase of pension to James 1\I. 
Jenkins; . 

S. 5693. An act granting an increase of pension to Margaret 
L. Houlihan ; · 

S. 5725. An act granting an increase of pension to Alonzo S. 
Prather; 
· S. 5727. An· act granting an increase of pension to Lucius 
Rumrill; 

S. 5740. An act granting an increase of pension to Jared 
Ayer; 

S. 5741. An act granting an increase of pension to Amelia M. 
Hawes; 

S. 5771. An act gril!lting a pension to Mary E . Thompson ; 
S. '5823. An act granting an increase of pension to Nelson 

Virgin; 
S. 5826. An act granting an increase of pension to Isaac C. 

Phillips; 
S. 5892. An act grantinx an incr·ease of pension to Daniel W. 

Redfield; 
S. 5963. An act granting an increase of pension to James 

Reed; 
S. 5980. An act granting an increase of pension to Jacob 

Smith; 
S. 6001. An act granting an increase of pension to Emily 

Killian; 
S. 6005. An act granting an · increase of pension to J ohn G . . 

Bridaham; 
S. 6008. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 

Lamont; . 
S. 6019. An act granting a pension· to Harriet O'Donald ; 
S. 0035. An act granting an increase of pension to John Fox; 
S. 6051. An act ·granting an increase of pension to Mary A. 

Duncan; . · 
S. 6052. An act granting an increase of pension to William E . 

Redmond; 
S. 6131. An act granting an increase of pension to Frances 

'A. Jepson; 
.s. 6163. An act granting an increase of pension to · William 

H . Westcott; 
S. 6186. An act granting an increase of pension to James L. 

Estlow; 
S. 6203. An act granting an increase of pension to Francis W. 

Crommett; 
S. 6230. An act granting an increase of pensictn to Nellie 

Paxton; 
S. 6232. An act granting an increase of pension to John L. 

'Anthony; 
S. 6238. An act granting an increase of pension to Hugh S. 

Strain; 
S. 6239. An act granting an increase of pension to . Kate 1\1. 

Miner; 
S. 6250. An act granting an increase of pension to Alice G. 

Clark: . 
S. 6266. An act granting an incraese of pension · to Paul 

Baker; 
S. 6267. An act granting an increase of pension to Denis A. 

Manning; 
S. 6347. An act granting an increase of pension to Edward R. 

Cunningham ; 
S. 6353. An act granting an increase of pension to Dolores S. 

Foster; 
S. 6367. An act granting an increase of pension to .Joseph 

.Johnston; 
S. G308. An act granting an increase of pension to Sherrod 

Hamilton; 
S. 6429. An act granting an _increase of pension to Mary I.~. 

Beardsley; 
S. 6438. An act granting an increase of pension to l\Iartha .J. 

Haller; 
S. 6466. An act granting an increase of pension to· Samuel 

Mo~r; 

S. 6485. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
Cook· 

S. B505. An act granting an increase of pension to Theodore 
1\I. Benton ; 

S. 6506. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 
Z. Bowman; 

S. 6514. An act granting an increase of pension to Alfred A. 
Stocker; 

S. 6537. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
Eppinger; 

S. 6538. An act granting an increase of pension to Betsey A. 
Hodges; 

S. 6558. An -act granting an increase of pension to Samuel A .. 
Pearce; 

S. 6560. An act granting an increase of pension to Reuben D. 
Dodge;· 

S. 6561. An act granting an increase of pension to George W. 
Blair; 

S. 6508. An act granting an increase of pension to Wilbur F. 
Hodge; 

S. G569. An act granting an increase of pension to George . 
Porter; 

S. 6572. An act granting an increase of pension to Aaron L. 
Roberts; 

S. 6574. An act granting an increase of pension to 1\faria H . 
Waggoner; 

S. 6576. An act granting an increase . of pension to :Michael 
Meyers; 

S. 6579. An act granting an increase of pension to Ezekiel 
1\Iort:ill; 

S. 6580. An act granting an increase of pension to Ella B. 
Greene; 

S. 6581. An act granting an jncrease of pension to Joseph W. 
Lowell; 

S. 6583. An act granting an increase of pension to Abram P. 
Colby; 

S. 6585. An act granting an increase of pension to Amos 
Ham; 

S. 6586. An act granting an increase of pension to Wesley J . 
Ladd; 

S. 6591. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 
Campbell; · 

S. 65D6. An act granting an increase of pension to Cyrus \V. 
Cobb; · 

S. 6597. An act granting an increase of pension to Frank H. 
Read; · 

S. 6631. An act granting an increase of pension to George W. 
Hodgman; 

S. 6632. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
Davis; 

S. 6636. An act granting an increase of pension to Andrew 
J . Grover; 

S. 6645. An act granting an increase of pension to Timothy C. 
Stilwell; 

S. 6650. An act granting an increase of pension to John A. 
McGinty; 

S. 6705. An act granting an increase of pension to Holmes 
Clayton; 

S. 6707. An act granting an increase of pension to Stephen EJ. 
Lemon; 

s. 670D. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
Shawver; 

S. 6712. An act granting an increase of pension to Orin In
grum; 

S. 6714. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
Bolshaw; 

s. 6717. An act granting an increase of pension to 1\fanasa T. 
Houser; . 

s. 6718. An act granting an increase of pension to Augustus 
L. Holbrook ; 

S. 6723. An act granting an increase of pension to Agusta P . 
Morgan; · 

S. 6767. An act granting an increase of pension to Jol.J.n C. 
Brown; 

S. 6814. An act granting .a pension to Alice Bosworth; 
S. 6819. An act granting an increase of pension to Nelson 

Bigalow; 
S. 6821. An act granting an increase of pension to Jonathan M. 

Adams; 
S. 0822. An act granting an increase of pension to Christopher 

Christopherson ; 
S. 6824. An act granting an increase of pension to Byron Can

field; 
S. 0825. An a~t granting an increase of pension to Thomas 1\I .. 

Roberts; 
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S. 6826. An act - granting an increase of pension to Jacob thousand four hundred and forty " and insert " J?,ine hundred; " 
Turner ; so as to read : 

S. 6829. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas P. Clerk to the Committee on Military Affairs, $2,220; assistant clerk, 
Cheney ; $2,000 ; messenger, $900. _ 

S. 6881. An net granting an increase of pension to Jefferson The amendment was agreed to. 
Bush; The next amendment was in the appropriation for the main-
- S. 6882. An act granting an increase of pension to Elisha· H. tenance of the office of the Secretary of the Senate, on page 5, 

Stephens; line 24, after the words "Executive Departments," to insert 
S. 6883. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas W. "Manufactures, University -of the United States;" so as to 

.White; read: 
S. 6885. An act granting an increase of pension to William II. Organization, Conduct, and Expenditures of the Executive Depart-

Anderson ; ments, Manufactures, University of the United States. 
S. 6942. An act granting an increase of pension to William B. The amendment was agreed to. 

Dow ; The next amendment was, on page 6, line 4, to increase the 
S. 6978. An act grapting an increase of pension to Samuel total appropriation for the maintenance of the office of the 

Jackson; Secretary of the Senate from $127,780 to $132,240. 
. S. 6997. An act granting an increase of pension to William The amendment was agreed to. 
Kennedy ; The next amendment was, on page 6, after line 5, to insert : 

S. 7065. An act granting an increase of pension to Lovisa For additional amount for the clerk to the Committee on Rules for 
Donaldson; revising and preparing for publication biennially, under the - direction 

S. 7077. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary E. ~tl~~e committee, the Senate Manual, $1,000, to !Je immediately avail-

Rattan ; and The amendment was agreed to. 
S. 7160. An act granting an increase of pension to Kate Myers. The next amendment was, on page 6, line 10, before the word 

LEGISLATIVE, ETC., APPROPRIATION BILL. " clerks," to strike out " twenty-one " and insert " twenty ; " and 
1\Ir. CULLOM. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- in line 12, before the word " dollars," to strike out " thirty-seven 

sideration of the bill (H. R. 21574) making appropriations for thousand eight hundred" and insert "thirty-six thousand;" so 
the legislative, executive, and judicial expenses of the Govern- as to make the clause read: 
ment for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1908, and for other pur- For twenty clerks to committees, at $1,800 each, $36,000. 
poses. The amendment was agreed to. 

The motion was agreed to. The next amendment was, on page 8, line 23, before the word 
l\fr. FULTON. .Mr. President-- " annu~l," to strike out " twenty-five " and insert " thirty-two ; " 

, The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Illinois yield and on page 9, line 2, before the wor.d "dollars," to strike out 
to the Senator fr.om Oregon? "forty-five thousand" and insert "fifty-seven thousand six hun
. - Mr. CULLOM~ I yield to the Senator from Oregon, who I dred; " so as to make the clause read: 
understand wishes· to make a request. For thirty-two annual clerks to Senators who are not chairmen of 

REVISION OF Ul\TITED STATES PENAL LAWS. 

. 1\fr. FULTON. I ask that the bill ( S. 7709) to revise, codify, 
and amend the penal laws of the United States, as reported by 
the special committee, may be made the unfinished business. I 
do not wish to call it up now or to interfere with the appropria
tion bill, but simply that it may be made that order. 
· The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Oregon asks 
unanimous con ent that Senate bill 7709 may be made the un-
finished business. Is there objection? . 
. l\fr. BURROWS. What would be the effect of such an order, 
if adopted? 

l\fr. FULTON. I will say to the S.enator that I will give way 
any time when the Senator wishes to bring up the Smoot case. 

Mr. BURROWS. For the present I shall object. 
l\fr. KEAN. Let us go on with the regular order. 

LEGISLATIVE, ETC., APPROPRIATIO BILL. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con
sider the bill (H. R. 21574) making appropriations for the legis
lative, executive, and judicial expens~s of the Government for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1908, and for other purposes; 
which had been reported from the Committee on Approp1~iations 
with amendments. -

committees, at $1,800 each, $47,600. 

The amendment was agreed to. / 
The next amendment was, in the item of appropriation for 

contingent expenses exclusive of labor, on page 10, line 4, to 
increase the appropriation from $50,000 to $100,000. 

The amendment was agreed ·to. . 
The next amendment was, under the Sllbhead "Capitol Police," 

on page 10, line 24, before the word "privates," 'to strike out 
" two special officers, at $1,200 each, sixty-seven " and insert 
"sixty-nine;" on page 11, line 1, before the word· " dollars," to 
strike out " and fifty " and insert " one hundred; " and in line 5, 
before the word " dollars," to ·strike out " seventy-seven thousand 
nine hundred and fifty " and insert " eighty-one thousand one 
hundred ; " so as to make the clause read : · 

For captain, $1,600, and three lieutenants, at $1,200 each; sixty-nine 
privates, at $1,100 each, one-half of said pri_vates to !Je selected by the 
~ergeant-at-Arms of the Senate and one-half by the Sergeant-at-Arms 
of the House of Representatives; in all, $81,100, one _half to be . dis
bursed !Jy the Secretary of the Senate and the other half to be disbursed 
by the Clerk of the House of Hepresentatives. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, under the subhead of " House of 

Representatives," on page 11, line 20, before the word ".thou
sand," to strike out " eighty-seven " and insert " eighty-three; " 
so as to make the clause read : · :Ur. CULLO:U. I ask that the forma.! reading of the bill be 

dispensed with, that the bill be read for a.nlendment, and thaf the For compensation of Members of the House of Representatives and 
amendmepts reported by the committee be considered as the Delegates from Territories, $1,983,000. 
reading progres~es. The amendment was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Illinois asks that The next amendment was, in tile item of appropriation for 
the first formal reading of the bill be dispensed with, that the clerks and messengers to committees. House of Representatives. 
bill be read for amendment, and that the committee amendments on page 16, line 3, after the words "Invalid Pensions," to insert 
be first considered. Is there objection? The Chair hears none, " Irrigation of Arid Lands ; " so as to read : 
and it is so ordered. For janitors for rooms· of the Committees on Accounts, Agriculture, 

The" Secretary proceeded to read the-bill. Banking and Currency, Claims, District of Columbia, Elections Nos. 1, 
2, and 3, Foreign Affairs, Interstate and Foreign Commerce, Indian 

'l'he first amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, Affairs, Insular Affairs, Invalid Pensions, Irrigation of Arid Lands, 
on page 2, line 6, before the word "dollars," to strike out "two Judiciary, Labor, Library, Merchant Marine and Fisheries, Military 
thousand two lmndred a_nd twenty" and insert" four thousand;" Affairs, Naval Affairs, Post-Office and Post-Roads, Pensions, Printing, 

Public Buildings and Grounds, Public Lands, Rivers and Harbors, Ter
and · in line 10, before tile word " dollars," to strike out " five ritories, and War Claims, at $720 each. 
thousand seven hundred and sixty " and insert " seven thousand The amendment was agreed to. 
five hundred and forty ; " so as to make the clause read : The next amendment .was, on page 16, line 15, to increase the 

·office of the Vice-President: For secretary to the Vice-President, total appropriation for clerks and messengers to committees, 
$4,000 i messel!-ger, . 1,440; telegraph operator, $1,GOO; telegraph page, House of Repr.esentatives, from $110,440 to $111,160. 
$600; m aU, $7,540. · 

The amendment was agreed to. The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was in the item of apr)roprlatlon for The next amendment was, on page 19, line 17, before the word 

" hundred," to sh·ike out " five " and insert " nine ; " so as to the maintenance of the office of the Secretary of the Senate, on make the clause read: 
page 4, line 22, before the word "dollars," to strike out "one . . . . . 
thousand four hundred and forty" and insert "two thousand." For .the followmg mmonty employees autho1·~zed and named m the . . " , . . " ' I resolutwn adopted by the House of Representatives ovembe1· 9, 1903, and In hne 23, before the word dollars, to stnke out one namely: One special employee, $1,500; two special messengers, at 
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$1,400 each. and one special chief page, ~900, and $700 additional for 
. SerViCeS as pair clerk, and s:tid SJ?eCial chief page shall be designated a 

deputy sergeant-at-arms; in all, ~5,900. 
T~e amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, under tl;le head of ~· Government 

Printing Office," on page 23, line 23, before the word "thou~ 
sand," to strike out "six., and insert "five; ., in line 24, before 
the word· " dollars," to strike ·out "six ·hundred" and insert 
" two hundred and fifty ; " on pag-e 24, line 3, after the word 
"messenger," to strikt> out "-one telephone switchboard opera
tor; . two assistaD;t telephone switchboard operators ; " in line 
5, before the word " dollars,'-' to strike out " six hundred ; " and 
in line 7, before the word .. doliars,~' to strike out "twenty-four 
thousand nine hundred and ten " and insert " twenty-one thou
sand and forty;" so as to make the -clause read: 

Office of the Public Printer: Public Printer, '$5,000; Deputy. Public 
Printer, $3,250; private secretary, $2,250 ; stenographer, $1,000; 
cashier and payi)laster, $2,500 ; paying teller, $2.,000; one messenger; 
chief inspector and purchasing agent, $3,000; and one clerk of class 1 ; · 
in all, $21,040. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The ne:x.'t amendment was, on page 24, line 24, before the word 

."dollars,'' to. strike out "five hundred" and insert "two hun
dred and fifty ; " so as to make the elause read: 

Office of foreman of presswork : Foreman of presswork, $2,250. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 25, llne 2, before the word 

"dollars," to strike out " five hundred" and insert " two hun
dred and fifty;" so as to make the clause .read.: 

Office of foreman of binding : Foreman of binding, 2,250. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 25, line 5, befor·e the word 

"dollars," to strike out .. five hundred" and Insert "two hun
dred and fifty; " so as to make the clause read: -

Office of the superintendent of supplies : Superintendent of supplies, 
$2,250. 
. The amendment was. agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the subhead " Library of 
Congress,'' on page 27, line 10, before the word ~· bundred," to 
strike out "-five " and insert " four; " and in line 121 before the 
word " hundred '-' to strike out " seven., . and insert "six, " so ' 
as to make the clause read : · ' 

Binding : For. assistant in charge, $1,400; assistant, $900; mes~n
ger- toy, $360; mall, $2,660. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 2~ Hne 25, before the 

word " hundred,'' to strike out "two " :and insert "' four ; " and 
on page 29, line 3, before the word u hundred,'~ to strike out 
•• one" and insert « three; " so as to make the clause read: 

Documents: For chief of divisien, $3,000; assistant, $1,400; stenog
rapher and typewriter, $900; assistant, ~720; messenger, ~360 ·; in all, 
$6,380. 

The amendment was agreed_ to. 
The next amendment was, on page 29, line 11, before the word 

n hundred," to strike out .. two " and insert " four ; " and in line 
14, after the word "thousand," to insert "_two hundred;" so as 
to make the clause read: 

Maps and charts: For chi-ef of division, $3,000 ; assistant, $1,400 ; 
two as8istants, at $900 each; assistant, $720; m~ssenger boy, $360; in 
all, . 1,280. 

The amendment was agreed -to. 
The next amendment was, on page 29, line 22, before the word 

n lmndred,'' to strike out " two " and insert " four ; " .and in 
line 24, before the word " hundred,'' to strike out " three " illld 
insert "five;" so as to make the clause read: 

Prints : For chief of division, $2,000 ; as istant, $1,400; two assist
ants, at 900 each ; messenger, $360 ; in aU. 5,560. 
. The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 30, line 2, before the word 
" hundred,'' to strike out " five " and in ert u four; " and in line 
5, before thB word "and," to strike out "fotn· thousand" and 
insert " three thousand nine hundred; " so as to make the· clause 
read: 

Smithsonian deposit: For custodian, $1,500 ; assistant, $1,400 ; mes-
senger, $720 ; messenger boy, $360; in a.ll, $.3,980. . 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 32, after line 23, to strike 

out: 
Indexes, digests, and compflations of law~ To continue the prepara

tion of a new index to the Statutes at Large, in accordance with a plan 
approved by tbc .Judiciary Committees of both Houses of Congress and to 
prepare such other law indexes, digests, nnd compilations of 'Law as may 
be requked for Congress an-d other official use, namely : For one assist
ant, *1,800; one assistant, $1,200; one assistant, $900; two assi tants, 
at 720 each; and 500 additional compensation to the law libraria.n; 
in all, $5,840. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

,-

The next .amendment was, under the head · .of " Executive,'' 
on page 35, line 18, before the word "-thousand,'' to strike -out 
"twelve" and insert" eight;" so as to make the dause read: 

For compensation of the Vice-Pr-esident of the United States, $8,000. 
Mr. KEAR Let tlmt amendment be passed over for the 

present. 
1\Ir. CULLOJ\L It might -as well be acted .on now. The sume 

amendment is made in the case of all the members of the 
Cabinet. 

Mr. KHAN. I have no objection, then, to action on it. 
· The ·amendinent was agreed to. · 

The next amendment was, under the head of "Civil 'Service 
Commission,'~ on page .36, line 22, before the word " dollars " 
to strike out "three thousand five hundred" ·and insert "fo~r 
thousand;" ·and on page 37, line 11, before the word "hundred" 
to strike out "sixty-four thousand one" and insert "sixty-fi~e 
thousand -six;, so .as to make the clause read: 
• For three Commissioners, at $4,000 each; chief examiner $3.,000, 
s~~e~ary, 2 500 ~ assistant ctl.i~f .ex:aminel\ .$~2.;)0; two chiefs of 
dlVlsiOn, a~ $2,ooo each ; three exammers, at $2,000 each; 1:>ix clerks of 
class 4 ; th1rteen clerks of class 3 ; twenty-two clerks of class 2 ; twenty-six 
ci~rks of "Class 1 ; twenty derks, at $1,000 -each ; ten clerks at 900 each · 
fiv~ clerks, at $840 each; one-messenger; engineer, 840 ;'one telephone 
sw1tchboard ope~.·ator; two ·firemen; two watchmen ; one elevator con
ductor, $720 ; three laborers; and three messenger boys at $360 each · 
in all, $165,610. ' ' 

The amendment was agreed: to. 
The next amendment was, -on ·page 37, line 13, ·after the word 

'.'For," to insert "one examiner, $2,400; " in Hne 14, before the 
word " examiners" to strike out " three " and insert " two· " 
and in line 23, before the word " hundred,'' to strike out " on~ " 
and insert " three ; " so as to make t.he clause read : 

Field force: ~or one e~amineo.·, $2,400; two _examiners, at $2,200 
eacil ; four exammers, at $2,000 ~ach .; two exammers, at $1,800 eaeb ; 
on-e clerk of class 4 ; one. clerk of -class 3 ; one clerk of class 1 ; seven 
clerks, at $1,000 each; s1x clerks, at !lOO -each; one messenger five 
clerks,. at $840 ·each; two cl~rks,- at $720 -each> one messenger' boy, 

480 ; m all, $42,360. · 

The amendment was agreed to. 
'l'be next amendment was, under the head of " Department of 

State,'' on page 38, .line 20, befuTe the word "thousand," to 
strike out " twelve" and insert •• eight·; " on page 39, line 4, af
ter the word "respecti\ely,'' to insert "'two chiefs · of bureaus, 

·at $2,500 each; " in line 5, before the word "chief ," t<> ·strike-
out " eight " and insert •• six ; " in Une 7, before the word .. dol
l:u·s,'' to strike out "' one hundred " and insert " two hundred and 
fifty~ " in line 12, before the word •• dullar ,'' to strike out " two 
hundred and fifty " and insert '" one hundred ; " -and in Une 22, 
before the word "dollars," to strike out "thirty-four thousand 
four hundred and fifty " and insert " thirty-two thousand; " so . 
as to make the clause rea-d~ 

F<>r compensation of tbe Secretary of State, $8,000: .Assistant Secre
tary, $4,500 ; Second and Third Assistant Secretaries, at 4,500 each; 
chief clet·k, $3,000; tw<> assistant solicitors of the Department of State 
to be appointed by the Secretary of State, at $3,000 each ; law clerk; 
and assistant, to be selected a.nd appointed by t;he Secretary of State, to 
edit the laws of Congress and perform such other duties as may be re
quired of them, at $2,500 and $1,500, respectivel~ ; two chiefs of bu
reaus, at 2,500 -each, six chiefs of bureaus, at '2,250 each; two transJa
tor.s, at $2,100 each; additional to Chief of Bureau of Accounts as -dis
bursing clerk, $200 ; private -secretary to the Secretary, $2,500 ; clerk to 
the Secretary of State, 2,100; fifteen cl~rks <>f dass 4 ; fom·teen clerks 
of class 3 ; twenty-one clet·ks of class 2 ; thirty-four clerks of class 1, 
two of whom -shall be telegraph operators ; eleven clerks, at 1,000 each; 
fifteen clerks, at . 900 each ; chief messenger, 1 ,000 ; five messengers ; 
twenty-two assistant messengers; .m-essenger boy, $42U; packer, 720; 
four laborers, at "600 each; one telephone switchboard operator; one 
assistant te-lephone switchboard operator ; in all,- $232,000. 

The amendm.ent was ·agreed to. 
The next amendment· was, on page 39, after line 22, to insert : 
Fo-r amount for emergency clerical services, to be expended by th~ 

Secretary of State in his discretion, $2,000, or :so much thereof as may 
be necessary. · 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 40, line 6, before the word 

"dollars," to stl.'ike out "one thousand fiYe hundt·ed" and insert 
" t\YO thousand~ " so as to make tlle clau e read: 

For bookg and maps, and periodicals, domestic and foreign, for the 
library, $2,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 40, line 16, before the 

words " District of Columbia,'' to sh·ike out " the building knDwn 
as the War College, Lafayette square, Washington," and insert 
" building in the ; " so as to make the cia use read : 
· For rent of building in the District of Columbia, for the use of the 
Departm-ent of State, !$3,000. 

'l'be amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment ~v-as, under tbe bead of "Treasury De

partment,'' on page 40, line 21, before the word " thou and,'' tu 
strike out "twelve " and insert "eight; " and on page 41, line 6, 
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before the word " thousand," to strike out " fifty-four " and in
sert" fifty;" so as to make the clause read: 

Office of the Secretary: For compensation of the Secretary of the 
Treasury, $8,000; three Assistant Secretaries of the Treasury, at $4,500 
each; clerk to the Secretary, $2,500; stenographer, $1,800; three private 
secretaries, one to each AssiStant Secretary,_ at $1,800 each; Government 
actuary, under control of the Treasury, $~,250 ; examiner, $2,000 ; one 
clerk of class 4 ; four clerks of class 3 ; two clerks of. class 2 ; four mes-

•· sengers ; and one laborer; in all, $50,470. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 44, line 9, before the word 

"dollars," to strike out" two thousand seven hundred and fifty" 
and insert " three thousand ; '' and in line 17, before the word 
" dollars," to strike out " forty-one thousand nine hundred and 
fifty " and insert " forty-two thousand two hundred; " so· as to 
make the clause read : 

Division of appointments: For chief of division, $3,000; assistant 
chief of division, $2,000; executive clerk, $2,000; law and bond clerk. 
$2,000 ; three clerks of class 4 ; three clerks of class 3 ; five clerks of 
class 2; six clerks of class 1; four clerks, at $1,000 each ; two clerks, 
at $900 each; . one messenger; three assistant messengers; in all, 
$42.200. - -

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in the item of appropriation fqr 

the Division of Loans and Currency, Treasury Department, on 
page 45, line 7, before the word "counters," to strike out 
" money ; " so as to read : 

Eighteen clerks, at $900 each; thirteen expert counters, at $720 each. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 45, line 20, after the word 

"each," to· insert "messenger; " in line 21, after the wotd "and," 
to strike out " two laborers " and insert " one laborer ; " and in 
line 22, before the word " dollars," to strike out " seven hundred 
and twenty " and insert " nine hundred ; " so as to make the 
clause read: 

Division of Revenue-Cutter Service: For assistant chief of division, 
$2,400; one clerk of class 4; five clerks of class 3 ; two clerks of class 
2; three clerks of class 1 ; two clerks, at $1,000 each ; two clerks, at 
$900 each ; messenger ; and one laborer ; in all, $23,900. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
'l'he next amendm.ent was, on page 46, line 1, before the word 

"clerks " to strike out "four " and insert " five· " and in line 7 
. before the word " hundred," to sh·ike out "thirtY-eight thousand 
six " and insert " forty thousand two ; " so as to make the clause 
read: 

Division of printing and stationery : For chief of division $2 500 · 
. assistant chief of division, $2,000; four clerks of class 4 ; five' clerks of 

class 3 ; three clerks of class 2 ; one clerk of class 1 ; one clerk $1,000 · 
. two clerks, at $900 each; three messengers ; one assistant messenger ! 
one laborer; foreman of bindery, at $6 per day; four binders, at $4 per 
day each; and two sewers and folders, at $2.50 per day each · in all 
$42,278. ' ' 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 48, line 12, before the word 

"thousand," to strike out "two hundred and fifty" ·and insert 
·" three hundred ; " so as to make the proviso read : 

Provided, That the expenditmes on this account for the fiscal year 
ending .Tune 30, 1908, shall not exceed $300,000 ; and that the Sec
retary of the Treasury shall each year in the annual estimates report 
to Congress the number of persons so employed, their duties, and the 
amount paid to each. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 49, line 23, before the 

word " clerks," to strike out " fifty-one " and insert " fifty-; " 
and on page 50, line 6, before the word " hundred," to strik~ 
out " ninety-two thousand eight" and insert "ninety-one thou
sand two ; " so as to make the clause read : 

Office of Auditor for War Department.: For Auditor, $4,000; Deputy 
Auditor, $2,500 ; law clerk, $2,000 ; six chiefs of division, at $2,000 
each; twenty-four clerks of class 4; additional to one clerk as dis
bursing clerk, 200; fifty clerks of class 3 ; seventy-one clerks of class 
2; eighty-three clerks of class 1; twenty clerks, at $1,000 each; four
teen clerks, ·at $900 each; .skilled laborer, 900; three clerks, at $840 
each ; one messenger; five assistant messengers ; and twelve laborers; 
in all, $391,280. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in the item of appropriation for 

the maintenance of office of · Auditor for the Post-Office Depart
ment, on page 52, line 1, after the word " female," to strike out 
" operatives " and insert " skilled laborers ; " and in line 5, after 
the word " femal~," to sh·ike out the word " operatives " and 
insert " skilled laborers ; " so as to read : 

Fifteen female skilled laborers who have had experience in the Bu
reau Qf Engraving and Printing as money, stamp, m· paper counters, 
at $720 each; sixty-five skilled laborers, at $660 each; fifteen female 
skilled laborers who have had experience in the Bureau of Engraving 
and Printing as money, stamp, or paper counters, at $660 each. 

Tile amendment was agreed to. · 
The next amendme.nt was, in the item of appropriation for the 

office of Treasurer of the United States, on page 52, line 20, 
after the word "each," to sh·ike out "assistant chief of di-

VISIOn, $2,250" and insert "two assistant chiefs of division at 
$2,250 each ; " so as read : 

Seven chiefs of division, at $2,1500 eac!I; two assistant chiefs of di· 
vision, at $2,250 each. 

!J..'he amendment was -agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in the item of appropriation for the 

office of Treasurer of the United States, on page 53, line 5, be
fore the word ." clerks," to strike out "twenty-five" and insert 
"twenty-four;" so as to read: 

Clerk for the Treasurer, $1,800; twenty-four clerks of class 4; 
eighteen clerks of class 3. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in the item of appropriation. for the 

office of the Treasurer of the United States, on page 53, line 20, 
after the word " each," to strike out " compositor and press
man, $1,400," and insert" bond clerk, $1,600;" in line 22, before 
the word " hundred," to strike out " nine" and insert " one thou
sand one; " and in line 24, before the word " dollars," to strike 
out "thirty-two thousand seven hundred and thirty" and 
insert "thirty-three thousand five hundred and eighty;" so as 
to read: 

Twenty feeders, at $660 each; bond clerk, $1,600 ; machinist, $1,100 : 
in all, $433,580. 

The amendment' was agreed to. 
·The next. amendment was, on page 55, line 6, after the word 

" dollars," to insert '' one chief of division, $2,500; " in line 7, 
before the word " chiefs," to sh·ike out " three" and insert 
" two; " ·in line 16, before the word "dollll.l'S," to strike out 
'; six hundred and sixty " and insert " seven hundred ; " and in 
line 19, before the word "dollars," to strike out" five hundied" 
and insert " nine hundred and twenty ; " so as to make the 
clause read: 

Office of the Comptroller of the- Cmrency : For Comptroller of the 
Currency, $5,000; Deputy Comptroller, $3,500; chief clerk, $2,500; 
one chief of division, ::;2,500 ; two chiefs of division, at $2,200 each ; 
bookkeeper, $2,000; assistant bookkeeper, $2,000; eight clerks of class 
4 ; additional to bond . clerk, $200 ; stenographer, $1,600; thirteen 
clerks of class 3 ; thirteen clerks of class 2 ; thirteen clerks of class-1 ; 
thirteen clerks, at $1,000 each; thirteen clerks, at $900 each; three 
counters, at $700 each; one messenger ; four assistant messengers; 
three laborers; and two messenger boys, at $360 each; in all, 
$125,920. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 56, line 2, before the word 

" dollaTs," to sti-ike out " six hundred and sixty " and insert 
"seven hundred;" in line 5, before the word "dollars," to 
strike out " three hundred and eighty " and insert " five hun
dred ; " so as to make the Clause read : 

For expE!nses of the national currency (to be reimbursed by the 
national banks), namely: For superintendent, $2,500; teller, $2,000; 
one clerk of class 4 ; one clerk of class 3 ; three clerks of class 2; five 
clerks of c1ass 1; four clerks, at $1,000 each; engineer; $1,000; five 
clerks, at $900 each ; three counters, at $700 each; Qne fireman ; o.ne 
messenger boy, $360; and one assistant messenger; in all, $31,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
i'he next amen~ent was, on page 59, line 5, before the word 

" duties," to strike out " routine; " so ·as to read: 
Secret Service Division : For one chief, $4,000 ; assistant chief, who 

shall discharge the duties of a chief clerk, $3,000. . 
• The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 64, line G, before the word 
" thousand," to strike out "three" and insert "four;" so as to 
make the clause read: 

Contingent and miscellaneous expenses, Qffice of Auditor for the Post
Office Department, namely: For miscellaneous items, including ex
change of typewriting machines, of which not exceeding $375 may be 
used for rental of telephones, and not exceeding 200 may be used for 
the purchase of law books, books of reference, an.d city directories, 
$4,500. . 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 64, line 7, before the word 

"dollars," to strike out "five hundred" and insert "one thou
sand;" so as to make the clause read: 

For carpets and repairs, $1,000. 
Tbe amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 64, line 11, before the word 

" dollars," to strike out " eight thousand" and insert "nine 
thousand five hundred ; " so as to make the clause read : 

In all, $!),500, to be expended under the direction of the Auditor for 
the Post-Office Department under rules and regulations to be prescribed 
by the Secretary of the Treasury. · 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, under the subhead u Independent 

Treasury," on page 67, line 2, before the word "dollars," to strike 
out " one thousand eight hundred " and insert ... two thousand · " 
in line 3, before the word " dollars," to strike out " one thous~d 
eight hundred " and insert " tw·o thousand ; " in line 5, before 
the word "dollars," to strike out "one tqousand eight hundred" 
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and insert " two thousand ; " in line 7, before the word " dol
lars," to strike out "one thousand seven hundred " and insert 
"two thousand;·" in the same line, before the word "hundred," 
to strike out " six " and insert " eight; " in line. 10, before the 
word "hundred.," to strike out "fi\e" and insert "six;" in line 
12, after the word "each," to insert "six clerks, at $1,500 each; " 
in line 13, before the word " clerks," to strike out " twenty-six " 
and insert " twenty ; " in line 16, before the word " dollars." to 
strike out " nine hundred " and insert " one thousand; " arid in 
line 19, before the word "hundred," to strike out "sixty-nine 
thousand four " and insert " se\enty-two thousand se\en; " so 
as to make the clause read: 

Office of assistant treasurer at Chicago : For assistant treasurer, 
$::i,OOO ;- cashier, $3,000; vault clerk, '2,000; paying teller, $2,000; 
assorting telll'r, . 1,800; silver and redemption teller, and change teller, 
at $2,000 each; receiving teller, , 2,000; clerk, $1,800; bookkeeper, 
• 1,800; two bookkeepet·s, at 1,500 each; assistant paying teller, 
. 1,600; four_ coin, coupon, and currency clerks, at $1,u00 each; six 
clerks, at . 1,~)00 each; twenty clerks, at $1,200 each; one detective and 
hall man, 1,100; messenger. $840; stenographer, $1,000; janitor, $600; 
and three watchmen, at $720 each; in a.ll, $72,700. 

Tlle amendment was agreed to. 
'.flle next . :llllendment was, in the item of appropriation for 

the maintenance o.t the office of assistant treasurer at New York, 
on page GD, liue 3, after the word "dollars," t() strike out "two 
chiefs ~f di\ision, nt $2,700 each; chief of division, $2,600," a.nd 
iu ert "two .('hiefs of division, at $3,000 each; one chief of 
division, $2,700; " so as to read: '. 

'l'wo chiefs of division, at $3,100 each; chief paying teller, $3 000 · 
two chiefs of division, at $3,000 each; one chief of division, $2;700 ; 
chief of division, and chief bookkeeper, at $2,400 each. 

T·he amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in the item of appropriation for the 

maintenance of office of the Assistant Treasurer at New York, 
on page 70, line 11, before the word "engineers," to strike out 
" two " and insert " three ; " in the same line, after the word 
" eacll," to strike out " a sistant engineer, $820 ;·" and in line 15, 
before the word " dollars," to sh·ike out " fi\e thousand five hun
dred and eighty " and insert " six thousand five hundred and 
ten ; " so as to read : 

Assistant detective, ~1,200; three en~ineers, at $1,0;)0 each· eight 
watchmen, at ' 720 each; in all, $206,51u. · ' 

The amendment "'US agreed to. 
The next amendment was, under the head of "Mints and 

Assay Offices," on page 73, line 1, after the word "ea.ch," to 
insert " clerk, $1,000; " and in line 2, before the word " thou
sand," to strike out "fh·e " and insert " six ; " so as to make 
tlle clause read : 

:Mint at C:uson, Nev.: For assayer in charge, who shall also perfot·m 
the duties of melter, .$2,000; assistant assayer, and one clerk, at $1,500 
each ; clerk, $1,000 ; m all, $6,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 73, line 15, before the word 

" llundred," to strike out " six " and insert " eight; ' and in line 
20, before the "~ord "hundred," to strike out "thirty-eight thou
sand se\en" and· insert "thirty-nine thousand one; " so as to 
make the clause read: 

l\lint at Denver, Colo.: For superintendent, $4,500; assayer melter 
and refiner, and coiner, at $3,000 each; chief clerk and cashier at 2 500 
each ; weigh clerk and bookkeeper, at $2,000 each ; assistant assa'ye1• 
assistant smelter and refiner, and assistant coiner, at $2,000 each· ab~ 
stract clerk and warrant clerk, at $1,800 each; assistant weigh clerk 
and calculating clerk, at '1,600 each; calculating clet·k, $1 400 · and 
two clerks, at $1,200 each ; in all $39,100. ' ' 

The amendment was agreed to. 
'l'he next amendment was, on page 74, line 24, before the word 

" dollars," to strike out " four thousand " and insert "three 
thousand five hundred;" and on page 75, line 9, after the ·word 
"thousand," to strike out "fi\e ll'nndred; " so as to make the 
clause read: 

~lint at Philadelphia: For superin.tendent, $4,500; engraver, $3,500; 
assayet·, melter and refiner, and comet', at $3,000 each; chief clerk 
. 2,750; assistant assayer; assistant melter and refiner, and assistant 
coiner, at 2,000 each ; cashier, and bookkeeper, at $2,500 each· ab
stract clerk, and weigh clerk, at . 2,000 each ; cashier's clerk, wa{.rant 
clerk, and register of deposits, at $1.700 each; assistant weigh clerk 
and assayer's computation clerk, at $1,600 each; in all, $43,0u0. ' 

The reading was continued to line 2 on page 77, tlle last item 
rend being as follows: 

Assay office at Charlotte, N. C. : For assarer i:tnd melter, $1,500; 
assistant assayer, $1,::?50 ; in all $2,750. 

Mr. CULLO::\I. In line 1, on page 77, after tlle word "thou
s::md," the words "two hundred and fifty" ought to be stricken 
out an<l " eight hundred " put in their place. 

l\Ir. OVERMAN. Ougllt it not to be $1,500 instead of $1,800? 
1.\Ir. CULLO~L And let the total be changed to $3,300. 

1\Ir. OVERl\I A.N. It should be $3,000, and for assistant as-
sayer $1,500 instead of $1,250 ; in alf $3,000. 

Mr. CULLOU. Yes; $3,000 instead of $3,300. 
Mr. WARREN. It should be $1,500 instead of $1,800. 
The VICE-PRESIDE~T. The Senator from Illinois will 

please restate his amendment. 
l\Ir. CULLOM. In line 1, on page 77, " $1,250 " should read 

" $1,500 " as the salary of assistant assayer. 
1\Ir. OVERMAN. That is right. 
Mr. CULLOM. Then the total should be changed from $3,300, 

which I gave the clerks, to $3,000. 
l\Ir. OVERMAN. That is right. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated by 

the Secretary. 
The SECRETARY. On page 77, line 1, after the words " one 

thousand," strike out "two hundred and fifty " and insert in 
lieu the words ''five hundred;" so as to read: "Assistant as
sayer, $1,500." 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The SECRETARY. In line 2 strike out the word "two" where 

it appears before the word" thousand" and insert .. three;" an 
after the word " thousand " strike out the words " seven hun
dred and fifty," leaving the total "in all, $3,000." 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The reading of the bill was continued to page 79, line 12, in 

the items for assay office at Seattle, Wash. 
l\Ir. CULLOM. On line 10, page 79, the word " twelve " 

ought to be stricken out before " thousand " and " fourteen " 
inserted; so as to make the paragraph read: 

For wages for workmen, and not exceeding $14,000 for other clerks 
and employees, $30,020. 

'l'he amendment was agreed to. 
The readi:qg of the bill was continued. The next amendment . 

was, under the subhead "Government in the Territories," on 
page 79, line 23, after the word "dollars," to insert "traveling 
expenses of the go\ernor on official busine s not to exceed $500 ;" 
::md on page 80, line 2, before the word " dollars," to insert " five 
hundred ; " so as to make the clause read : 

F~r incidental and .contingl'nt expenses, clerk hire, not to' exceed' 
· 2,000, traveling expenses of the governor on official business not to 
exceed $500, rent of office and quarters in Juneau, stationery, lights, 
and fuel, to be expended under the direction of the governor, $5,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 80, line D, after the word 

"Territory," to insert "including not to exceed $500 for h'a\el
ing expenses of the governor while absent from the capital on 
official business ; " and in line 13, before the word " dollars," 
to insert "five hundered;" so as to make the clause read: 

For contingent expenses of the Territory, including not to exceed 
$GOO for traveling expenses of the governor while absent from the 
capital on official business, to be expended by the governor, $1,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 80, line 23, after the word 

"Territory," to insert "including not to excero $500 for tra\el
ing expenses of the go\ernor while absent from the capital on 
official business ; " and on page 81, line 2, before the word " dol
lars," to insert "fi\e hundred;" so as to make the clause read : 

For contingent expenses of Territory, including not to exceed $500 
for traveling expenses of the governot· while absent from the capital on 
official business, to be expended by the governor, $1,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, under the head of War Department, 

on page 81, line 25, before the word "thousand," to strike out 
" twel\e "- and insert " eight; " so as to read: 
· Office of the Secretary: For compensation of the Secretary of ·war, 
$8,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in the item of appropriation for 

maintenance of the office of the Secretary of War, on page 
82, line 19, after the word "dollars," to strike out "two car
penters, at $DOO each," and insert "one carpenter, $900; one 
skilled laborer, $900; " in line 22, before the word "assistant," 
to strike out " seven " and insert " eight; " in line 23, after the 
word "operator," to strike out "one assistant telephone switch
board operator" and insert "one assistant messenger, $GGO,-" 
so as to read: 

Chief messenger, $1,000; one carpenter, 900; one skilled laborer, 
lj:900; six messengers; eight assistant messengers; one telephone 
switchboard operator; one assistant messenger, $660. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in the item of appropriation for the 

maintenance of the office of the Secretary of 1Var, on page 83. 
line 6, after the word "one," to strike out "telephone -operator" 
and insert " assistant messenger; " and in line 12, before the 
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word " doilars," to strike out " forty-two thousand five hund.I·ed 
and sixty " and insert " thirty-nine thousand four hundred' and 
forty ; " w ·as to read : 

One assistant messen~er, $480; two elevator conductors, one at $640 
and one at $470; four cnarwomen; in all, $139,440. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 84, line 11, before the word 

"dollars," to strike out "chief clerk, two thousand" and insert 
"chief clerk and solicitor, two thousand two hundred and fifty;" 
and in line 16, before the word " dollars," to strike out " six 
hundred " and insert " eight hundred and fifty ; " so as to make 
the clause read: 

Office of the Judge-Advocate-General: For chief clerk and solicitor, 
$2,250 ; one clerk of class 4 ; two clerks of class 3 ; one clerk of class 2 ; 
five' clerks of class 1 ; two clerks, at $1,000 each; two copyists; two mes
sengers ; and one assistant messenger ; in all, $20,850. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 86, line 18, before the word 

" clerks," to strike out " f~mr " and insert " five; " in the same 
line, before the word "clerks," to strike out "six"· and insert 
"five;" in line 20, ·after the word "each," to insert "messen
ger ; " in line 24, before the word " assistant;• to strike out 
" three " and insert " two ; " and in line 23, before the word 
" dollars," to strike out " one hundred and twenty " and insert 
" four hundred and forty ; " so as to make the clause read : 

Office of the Commissary-General : For chief clerk; $2,000 ; three 
clerks of class 4 ; five clerks of class 3 ; five clerks of class 2 ; twenty 
clerks of class 1 ; sixteen clerks, at $1,000 each; nine clerks, at $900 
each ; messenger ; two assistant messengers; one laborer; in all, $73,440. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in the item of appropriation for 

the maintenance of the office of the Surgeon-General, on page 
87, line 7, after the word "dollars," to insert "two messen
gers ; " in line 8, before the word " assistant," to strike out 
"twelve" and insert "ten;" and in line 17, before the word 
" dollars," to strike out " three hundred and eighty-six" and 
insert " six hundred and twenty-six; " ·so as to read: 

Skilled mechanic, $1,000; two messeng-ers; ten assistant messengers; 
three watchmen; superintendent of buUdin"' (Army Medical Museum 
and Library), $250; s ix laborers; chemist, '$2,088 ; principal assistant 
libra rian, 2,088; pathologist, $1,800; microscopist, ~1,800; assistant 
librarian, $1,800; four charwomen; in all, $164,626. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 87, line 20, before the 

word "clerks," to strike out "six" and ·insert "seven;" in the 
same line, before the word " clerks," to sh·ike out " eleven" 
and insert " twelve; " in line 21, before the word " clerks," to 
strike out " ten " and insert " eleven; " and in line 25, before the 
word "hundl·ed," to strike out "sixty-seven thousand seven" 
and insert "seventy-one thousand nine;" so as to make the 
clause read : 

Office of the Paymaster-General : For chief clerk, $2,000 ; six clerks 
of class 4 ; seven clerks of class 3 ; twelve clerks of class 2 ; eleven 
clerks of class 1; five clerks, at $1,000 each; nine clerks, at $900 each; 
one messenger; one assistant messenger; four laborers; one laborer, 
$600; in all, $71,900. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, under the head of " Public build

ings and grounds," on page 91, line 13, before the word "hun
dred," to .strike out " four " and insert " two ; " and in line 15, 
before the word " hundl·ed," to strike out " three " and insert 
"one; " so as to make the clause read: 

Office of public buildings and grounds: For one assistant engineer, 
$2,400 ; assistant and chief clerk, $2,400 ; one clerk of- class 4 ; one 
clerk of class 3; clerk and stenog-rapher, $1,400; one messen.,.er; land
scape gat·dener, $2,200; surveyor· and draftsman, $1,500; in all, $14,140. 

The amendment was agreed to. _ 
The next amendment was, under the head of "Navy Depart

ment," on page 94, line 19, before the word" thousand," to strike 
out " twelve " and insert " eight; " on page 95, line 4, before 
the word " hundred " to strilie out " one " and insert " two · " 

· and in line 11, befor'e the word " hund.I·ed," to strike out " sixty
eight thousand four " and insert " sixty-four thousand five; " 
so as to make the clause read: 

Office of the Secretary : For compensation of the Secretary of the 
Navy, $8,000; Assistant Secretary of the Navy, $4,500; chief clerk, 

1
3,000 ; private secretary to Secretary, $2,500; clerk to Secre-tary, 
2,250 ; disbursing clerk, $2,250 ~ four clerks of class 4. ; stenographer, 
1,800; three clerks of class 2 ; four clerks of class 1 ; stenographer, 
1,200 ; one clerk, $1,100 ; five clerks, at $1,000 each; telegraph oper

atol', $1,200; two copyists; carpenter, $900; four messeng-ers; four 
assistant messengers; four -laborers; three messenger boys, at $600 
each; one messenger boy, $420; one messenger boy, $400; one tele
phone switch boa rd operator; one assistant telephone switch board 

. operator; in all, $64,520. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in the item of appropriation for the 

maintenance of the Hydrographic Office, on page 98, line 21t 

before the word " ·hundred,'~ to strike out H _two " and insert 
" four ; " so as to read : 

Editor of Notice to Mariners, $1,600; one computer, $1,400; three 
draftsmen, at $1,800 each. 

'I'he amendment was agreed to. 
1\Ir. CULLOM. On page 99, line 6, before the word "en

gravers," I move to sh·ike out "two" and insert "five;" in 
line 7, before the word "engravers," to strike out "four" and 
insert "three;" and after the word "each," in line 8, to strike 
out the remainder of that line down to and including the word 
"dollars," in the middle of line 9. _ 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Illinois will be ~:.'tated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 99, line 6, before the word " en
gravers," it is proposed to strike out "two" and insert "five;" 
in line 7, before the word " engravers," to strike out " four" 
and insert " three ;" and in line 8, after the word " each " where 
it first appears, to strike out " two engravers, at $DOO each; one 
engraver, $800." 

Mr. CULLOM. I will state that the amendment which I have 
proposed does not at all change the total. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The reading of the bill was resunied. The next amendment 

of the Committee' on Appropriations was, on page 100, line ·3, 
to increase the total appropriation for the maintenance of the 
Hydrographic Office from $101,800 to $102,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 101, line 6, before the 

word "dol1ars," to strike out "thirty thousand five hundred" 
and insert "twelve thousand five hundred and forty;" so as 
to make the clause read: 

Contingent expenses of branch offices at Boston, New York, Phila· 
delphia., Baltimore, Norfolk, Savannah, New Orleans, San Francisco, 
Portland (Oreg.), Portland (Me.), Chicago, Cleveland, Port Townsend, 
Buffalo, Duluth, Sault .Ste. Marie, and Galveston, including furniture, 
fuel, lights, stationery, miscellaneous articles, rent and care of offices, 
care of time balls, car fare and ferriage in visiting merchant vessels, 
freight and express charges, telegrams, and other necessary expenses 
incurred in collecting the latest information for the Pilot Chart, and 
for other purposes for which the offices were established, $12,540. 

T.he amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 101, after line 6, to insert: 
For services of necesary employees at branch offices, $17,960. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 103, line 11, before the 

word " dollars," to strike out " seven thousand five hund.I·ed" 
and insert " eight thousand ; " so as to make the clause read : 

For fuel, oil, grease, tools, pipe1 wire, and other materials needed for 
the maintenance and repair of boilers, engines, heating apparatus, elec
tric lighting and power plant, and water-supply system ; purchase and 
maintenance of teams; material for boxing nautical instruments for 
transportation ; paints, telegraph and telephone service, and incidental 
labor, $8,000. 

The amendment was agreed . to. 
The next amendment was, under the head of "Department of 

the Interior," on page 108, line 16, before the word ." thousand," 
to strike out " twelve " and insert " eight ; " so as to read : , 

Office of the Secretary : For compensation of the Secretary of the 
Interior, $8,000. · 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in the item of appropriation for 

the maintenance of the office of the Secretary of the Interior, 
on page 110, line 2, before the word " clerks," to strike out 
"twenty-five" and insert" twenty-six;" and in line 3, before the 
word " clerks," to strike out " thirty-six " and insert " thirty
five;" so as to read: 

Sixteen clerks of class 3; twenty-six clerks of class 2; thirty-five 
clerks of class 1, two of whonr shall be stenographers or typewriters. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 111, line 4. to reduce the 

total appropriation for the maintenance of the office of the 
Secretary of the Interior from $357,690 to $353,890. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 111, line 9, before the word 

" hundred," to strike out " six " and insert " four ; " and in line 
16, before the word " hund.I·ed," to strike out " three " and insert 
" one; " so as to make the clause read: 

For ~mployees, for the proper protection, heating, care, and preserva-· 
tion of the old Post-Office Department building, occupied by the De· 
partment of the Interior, namely: One engineer:, $1,400; assistant engi
neer, $1,00-0; four firemen; three watchmen, acting as lieutenants, "at 
$840 each; twenty watchmen; conductor of elevator, $720; fourteen 
laborers; nine laborers, at $480 each; three skilled mechanics (painter, 
carpenter, and plumber), at $_900 each; in all, $39,180. 

The amendment .was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 114, line 7, after the word 
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" inspectors," to strike out " and of clerks detailed; " so as to 
make the clause ·read : 

For pet· diem in lieu of subsistence of. inspe~tors to investig~te ft;audu
lent land entries, trespasses on the public lands, and cases of official 

· misconduct, "i'hile traveling on duty, at a rate to be fixed by the Secre
tary of the Interior, not exceeding $3 per day, and for actual necessary 
expenses of transpot·tation, including necessary sleeping-car fares, and 
"for employment of stenographers and other assistants when necessary to 
the efficient conduct of examinations, and when authori~ed by the Com
missioner of the General Land Office, $7,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next Rlllendment was, in the item of appropriation for 

the mainteua:nce of the Patent Office, on page 120, line 17, after 
the · word " each," _ to stril{e out " additional to one chief of 
division in charge of the .Official Gazette, $250;" in line 21, _ 
after the word "clerk," to insert "machinist, $1,600;" on page 
121, line 2, before the word " permanent," to strike out " sixty
two " and insert " fifty-seven ; " in the same line, after the 
word " clerks," to strike out " including five heretofore desig
nated model attendant~;" in line 4, after the word "each," to 
insert " fiye model attendants, at $1,000 each; " in line 7, after 
the word "ten," to strike out "clerks heretofore designated;" 
in line 11, before the word laborers," to strike out" forty-eight" 
and insert " fifty ; " and in line 15, before the word " dollars," 
to strike out " sixty-five thousand seven hundred" and insert 
" sixty-eight thousand and ten ; " so as to read: 

Six chiefs of division, at $2,000 each; three assistant chiefs of di
vision, at . 1,-800 each ; seven clerks of class ·4, one of whom shall act 
as application cleri~; machinist, $1,600 ; seven clerks of class 3 one 
of whom shall be translator of languages ; fifteen clerks of class 2; 
seventy clerks of class 1 ; skilled laborers, $1,200; three skilled drafts
men, at $1,200 each; four draftsmen, at $1,000 ·each; fifty-seven 
permanent clerks, at $1 ,000 each; five model attendants, at $1,000 
each ; messenger and propel'ty clerk, $1,000; 106 copyists, seven of 
"'hom may be copyists of drawings ; ten model attendants, at . 800 
each; thirty copyists, at $720 each; three messengers; twenty-five as
sistant messengers; fifty-one laborers, at $600 each; 50 laborers, at 
$480 each ; thirty-nine messenger boys, at $360 each ; in all $968,010. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 123, line 14, before the 

word "dollars," to strike out" two thousand five hundred" and 
insert " four thousand;" so as to make the clause read: 

For collecting statistics for special reports and circulars of informa
tion, $4,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Tbe next amendment was, on page 125, line 21, after the 

word "dollars," to insert "Patent Office model exhibit, $19,500 ;" 
and in line 24, before the word " hundred," to sh·ike out 
"thirty-nine thousand nine" and insert "fifty-nine thousand 
four;" so as to make the clause read: 

Fot· rent of buildings for the Department of the Interior, namely : 
Fot' the Bureau of Education, $4,000; Geological Survey, "29,200; ad
ditional rooms for the engraving and printing divisions of the Geo
lo.,.ical Survey, $1,200; storage of documents, $1,000; Civil Service 
Commission, $4,500; Patent Office model exhibit, $19,500; in all, 
$59,400. 

'I he amendment was agreed to. 
'l'be next amendment was, under the bead of " Post-Office De

partment," on page 131, line 15, before the word "thousand," to 
strike out "-twelve " and insert " eight; " so as to read: 

Office Postmaster-General : For compensation of the Postmaster-Gen-
eral, $8,000. · 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. FORAKER. In line 19, on page 131, after tbe word 

" thousand," I move to strike. out " two hundred and fifty " ~nd 
insert " five hundred," so as to make the salary of the disburs
ing clerk in the Post-Oflice Department $2,500 instead of $2,250. 

1\Ir. CULLO:Z..L Mr. President--
1\Ir. l!...,ORAKER. If this is not the proper time for me to offer 

that amendment, I will simply give notice that I shall offer it 
when the committee amendments shall have been disposed of. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment 
'of the Committee on Appropriations was, in the itein of appro
priation for the maintenance of the office of the Postmaster
General, on page 132, line 17, before the word " dollars," to in
sert " two hundred ; " in line 18, before the word " watchmen," 
to strike out " two " and insert " three; " in line 19, before the 
word "watchmen," to strike out "thirty-one" and insert 
"thirty-three; " and on page 133, line 2, before the word "dol
lars," to strike out "sixty-eight thousand one hundred and 
ninety" and insert "sixty-five thousand nine hundred and 
fifty ; " so as to read : 

Captain of the watch, $1,200 ; additional to three watchmen acting as 
lieutenants of watchmen, at $120 each; thirty-three watchmen; fore
man of laborers, $800 ; thirty laborers ; ten laborers and coal passers, 
at $500 each; plumber, and awning maker, at $900 each; female 
laborer, $540; three female laborers, at $500 each; three female labor
ers, at $480 each; and forty chai·women; in all, $165,950. 

The amendment was agreed to. · . 
The next amendment was, on page 138, line 4, before the word 

" clerks," to strike out" two " and insert" four; " in line 5, before 

the word " clerks," to strike out "nine " and insert " eleven; " 
in line 9, before the word "clerks," to strike ·out "twenty-nine" 
and insert " twenty-five; " and in line 12, before the word 
" hundred," to strike out " fifty-one thousand six" and insert 
"fifty-four thousand four;" so as to make the clause read: 

Office Fourth Assistant Postmaster-General : For Fourth Assistant 
Postmaster-General, $4,500; chief clerk, $2,500 ; supet·intendent divi
sion of rural free delivery, $3,000; assistant supet·intendent division of 
rural delivery, $2,000; · four clerks of class 4 ; four clerks of class 3 ; 
eleven clerks of class 2; thirty-one clerks of class 1 ; stenographet·, 

1,600 ; stenographer, $1,200 ; forty-five clerks, at $1,000 each ; twenty
five clerks, at $900 each; three messengers; two assistant messengers; 
and three laborers ; in all, $154,440. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 141, line 13, before the word 

" dollars," to strike out "twenty-three thousand five hundr~d" 
and insert "twe_nty-five thousand;" so as to read: 

For miscellaneous expenses in the Division of Topography in the 
preparation and publication of post-route maps, including tracing for 
photolithographic reproduction ; and $3,500 for making of maps fot· the 
rural delivery service, $25,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, under the bead of " Department of 

Justice," on page 142, line 3, before the word "tbousand," to 
sh·ike out " twelve " and insert " eight; " so as to read: 

Office of the Attorney-General : For coll!pensation of the Attorney
General, $8,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in the item of appropriation for 

maintenance of the office of the Attorney-General, · on page 143, 
line 3, before the word " dollars," to strike out " four hundred " 
and insert " seven hundred and fifty ; " i.p line 6, before the word 
" dollars," to strike out " one thousand six hundred " and insert 
"two thousand;" in line 16, before the word "charwomen," to 
strike out " eight" and insert " nine; " and in line 23, before the 
word "dollars," to strike out "thirty-two thousand two hundred 
and seventy " and insert " twenty-nine thousand and sixty ; " so 
as to read: 

Attorney in charge of pardons, $2,750; disbursing clet·k, $2,750; ap
pointment clerk, $2,000 ; librarian, ~,000; five clerks of class 4 ; nine 
clerks of class 3 ; four clerks of class 2 ; seven clerks of class 1 ; tele
graph operator and stenographer, $1,200; one clerk, $1,000; eleven 
clerks, at $900 each; chii!f messenger, $1,000; two messengers; six as
sistant messengers; four laborers; three watchmen ; engineer, . 1,200 ; 
assistant engineer, $900; tbt·ee firemen; two conduCtors of the elevator, 
at $720 each; nine charwomen. Division of accounts: Chief of divi
sion of accounts, 2,500 ; chief bookkeeper and record clerk, $2,000 ; 
three clerks of class 4 ; five clerks of class 3'; seven clerks of class 2; 
seven clerks of class 1 ; two clerks, at $900 each; one packer, $900; in 
all, $229,060. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 145, line 12, before the 

word "clerks," to strike out "two" and insert "four;" in the 
same line, before the word " clerks," to strike out " four " and 
insert "two·" and in line 14 before the word "hundred" to 
strike out "twenty-one thousa~d nine·" and insert "twentY-two 
thousand three; " so as to make the clause read : 

Office of the Solicitor of the Department of Commerce and Labor : 
For Solicitor of the Department of Commerce and Labot·, $4,500 ; chief 
clerk and law clerk, $2,250 ·; two clerks of class 4 ; two cler·ks of class 
3 ; four clerks of class 2 ; two clerks of class 1 ; and one messenger ; in 
all, $22,390. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, under the head of " Department of 

Corumerce and Labor," on page 145, line 17, before the word 
"thousand," to strike out "twelve" and insert "eight;" so as 
to r~ad: 

Office of the Secretary: For compensation of the Secretary of Com
merce and Labor, $8,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. CULLOM. In line 24, on page 145, I move to strike out 

" seven hundred and fifty " and insert " five hundred; " so as 
to make the appropriation fo~· the salary of the disbursing clerk 
of the Department of Commerce and Labor $2,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. · 
The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 

the Committee on Appropriations was, in the item of appropria
tion for maint~nance of the office of the Secretary of Commerce 
and Labor, on page 146, line 1, after the word "dollars," ·to 
strike out "two chiefs of division, at $2,000 each," and insert 
"one chief of division, $2,250; one c,hief of division, $2,000;" so 
as to read: 

Chief of appointment division ; $2,250 ; one chief of division, $2,250; 
one chief .of division, $2,000. . · . 

The amendment was agreed to. 
·The next amendment was, in the item of appropriation for 

maintenance of the office of the Secretary of Commerce and 
Labor, on page 146, line 20, before the word "dollars," to strike 
out " two hundred; " and in line 22, before the word " dollars," 
to strike out "fifty-five thousand eight hundred and forty" and 
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insert " fifty-one thousand eight hundred and ·n"inety; " so as to 
read: · · 

Captain of the watch, $1,000; six watchmen ; fifteen charwomen ; 
in all, $151,890. 

Mr. CULLO:M. On page 146, line 22, I move to amend the 
committee amendment by striking out the words " eight hun
dred and nine~ " and inserting " six hundred and forty ; " so as 
to make the total appropriation in that paragraph $51,640. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 
The amendment as amended was agreed to. 
The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment 

of the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 146, line 23, 
after the word "compensation,'.' to insert "at not more than $10 
per day;" .on page 147, line 2, before the word "thousand," to 
strike out " thirty " and insert " fifty ; " and in the ~arne line, 
after the word " dollars," to insert " not more than $20,000 of 
which shall be used in the investigation of markets for cotton;" 
so as to make the clause read: 

For compensation, at not more than $10 per day, and actual neces
sary travehng expenses of special agents to investigate trade conditions 
abroad, with the object of promoting foreign commerce of the United 
States, $50,000, not more than • 20,000 of which shall be used in the 
investigation of markets for cotton; and the results of such investi
gation shall be reported to Congress. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. CULLOU. On line 25, page 150, I move to sh·ike out 

" two thousand five hundred " and insert " three thousand; " 
so as to make the appropriation for " four chief statisticians of 
the Census Office " $3,000 each. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 

the Committee on Appropriations was on page 151, line 1, after 
the word "dollars" to insert "and $500 acldWonal for acting 
as Director of the Census in the absence of that officer, and for 
superintending census publicatio'ns ; " so as to read: 

The Census Office : For Director, $6,000 ; four chiet statisticians, at 
$2 500 each ; chief clerk, $2,500, and $500 additional for acting as 
Director of the Census in the absence of that officer, and for superin
tending census publications. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in the item of appropriation for the 

maintenance of the Census Office, on page 151, line 14, bef9re 
the word " skilled," to strike out " two " and insert " three; " 
and in line 22, before the word " hundred," to strike out " four 
thousand three " and insert five thousand eight; " so as to read: 

Electrician, $1,000; three skilled laborers, at $1,000 each; four skilled 
laborers, at 900 each ; ten watchmen ; five messengers; two firemen ; 
five assistant messengers ; :ten skilled laborers, at $720 each ; seven 
unskilled laborers, at 720 each ; four messenger boys, at $480 each ; 
twenty-four charwomen ; in all, $705,860. 

1\fr. CULLOl\1. On page 151, line 21, I move to amend the 
amendment of the committee by striking out the word "five" 

· and inserting "seven;" so as to make the total $707,860. 
The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 
The amendment as amended was agreed to. 
The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment 

of the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 152, line 7, 
. after the word "law," to strike out "$400,000" and insert 
"$525,000, of which amount $150,000 to be immediately avail
able ; " so as to make the clause read: 

For securing· iuformation for census -reports, provided for by law, 
semimonthly reports o! cotton production, and periodical reports of the 
domestic and foreign consumption of cotton, per diem compensation of 
special agents and expenses of the same and of detailed employees, the 
cost of b·anscribing State, municipal, and other records, the temporary 
rent~l of quarters outside of the District of Columbia for supervising 
special agents, and the employml.•.lt by them of such temporary service 
as may be necessary in collecting the statistics required by law, $525,-
000, of which amount $150,000 to be immediately available. 

1.'he amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 153, ·nne 19, before the 

word " dollars,'' to strike out " three thousand five hundred " 
and insert " four thousand ; " and in line 24, before the word 
" hundred;' to strike out " twelve thousand nine " and insert 
"thirteen thousand four;" so as to make the clause read: 

Office Sup~rvising Inspector-General Steamboat-Inspection Service: 
For Suparvtsmg Ins~ector-General, $4,000 ; chief clerk and Acting Su
pervising Inspector-General in the absence of that officer, $2,000; two 
clerks of class 3 ; two clerlts of class 1 ; one clerk (file clerk and stenog
rapher), $1,000; one messenger; in all 13,440, -the same to be paid 
from the permanent appropriations for the Steamboat-Inspection Service. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 154, line 4., after the word 

" uollars," to in ert " deputy commissioner, $2,400; chief clerk 
$2,000 ;" in line G, after the word "four," to strike out " adcli~ 
tional to one clerk designated as deputy commissioner, $600 ·" 
and in line 13, before the word " and," to strike out " thirty 
thousand two hundred," and in ert "thirty-four thousand;" so 
as to make the clause read: 

Bureau of Navigation: For Commissioner of Navigation, $4,000; 
: deputy commissioner, $2,400; chief clerk, $2,000; three clerks of class 

4 ; clerk to Commissioner, $1,600; one clerk of class 3 ; three c.lerks of 
class 2; !our clerks o! class 1 ; two clerks, at $1,000 each ; five clerks, 
at $900 each; one messenger ; one assistant messenger; in all, $34,060. 

The amendment was agre~d to. 
The next amendment w·as on page 154, line 20, after the word· 

" dollars," to strike out " one (!lerk " and insert two clerks; " 
in line 21; before the word " clerks,'' to strike out " two " and in
sert " three; " in line· 22, before the word " clerks," to strike out 
" srx " and insert " seven ; " in line 23, before the word ·~ copy
ists," to strike out "three" and insert "~our;" and in line 25, 
before the word " hundred," to strike out "thirty-six thousand 
three" and insert "forty-one thousand six," so as to make the 
clause read: 

Bureau of Immigration and Naturalization : For Commissioner-Gen
eral of Immigration, $4,000; Assistant Commissioner-General who shall 
also act as chief. clerk and actuary, $3,000; private secretary, $1,800; 
statistician and stenographer, with authority to act as immigrant in
spector, $2,000 · two cle~s of class 4 ; three clerks of class 3 ; five 
clerks o! class 2 ; two clerks of class 1 ; seven clerks, at $1,000 each; 
four. copyists ; two messengers ; one assistant messenger ; in all, 
$41,600, which, together with all other expenses o! regulating immigra
tion shall be paid from the permanent appropriation for expenses of 
regulating immigration. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 157, line 1, after the word 

"dollars," to insert "to be immediately available;" so as to 
read: 

For apparatus, machinery, tools, and appliances used in connection 
with the buildings or with the work of the Bureau, including an express 
wagon not to cost m-ore than $2,500, to be immediately available. 

The amendment wa.s ~greed to. 
The next amendment was, ·under the head of " Judicial,'' on 

page 160, line 25, before the word " dollars," to insert " two hun
dred and fifty ; " so as to make the clause read : 

For clerk, $3,250. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Tile next amendment was, on page 161, line 2, before the word 

"dollars," to insert "two hundred and fifty;" so as to make 
the clause read: 

For assistant or deputy clerk, $2,250. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 161, line 6, before the word 

" dollars," to strike out " nine hundred " and insert " one thou
sand;" so as to make the clause read: 

For crier, $1,000. 
Tile amendment was agreed to. 
Tile next amendment was, on page 161; line 12, before the 

word " hundred," to strike out " one" and insert " seven ; " so 
as to make the clause read: 

For three stenographers, one for the chief justice and one for each 
associate justice, at $900 each; in all, $33,720, one-half of which shall 
be paid from the revehues of the District of Columbia. 

'l'he amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 164, after line 2, to strike 

out: 
For pay of a custodian of the building occupied by the Court of 

Claims, to be paid on the order of the court, $500 . 
1\fr. HALE. I should like to have that amendment disagreed 

to, but at the suggestion of the Senator in charge of the bill, I 
am entirely willing to leave it to the committee of conference. 

Tile VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 

the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 164, line 19, after 
the word "persons," to insert "permanently;" so as to make 
the section read : 

SEc. 3. The appropriations herein made for the officers, clerks, and 
persons employed in the public service shall not be available for the 
compensation o! any persons permanently incapacitated for performing 
such service, and the heads of Departments shall cause this provision 
to be enforced. 

The amendm-ent was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 164, after line 21, to sh·ike 

out sections 4 and 5, as follows : 
SEC. 4. On and after :March 4, 1907, the compensation of the Speaker 

of the House of Representatives and Vice-President of the United States 
shall be at the rate of $12,000 per annum each. 

SEC. 5. On and after March 4, 1907, the compensation of heads of 
Executive Departments who are members of the President's Cabinet 
shall be at the .rate of $12,000 per annum. 

l\Ir. GALLINGER. I will ask the Senator if be is not willing 
that these last proposed amendments shall go over? 

:Mr. CULLOM. I have no objection to any provision looking 
to the question of fixing the salaries of the Cabinet officers, the 
Vice-President, the Speaker of the House, and members of the 
House and Senate going over. I am willing to let the subject 
go over until to-morrow or some other day. 

l\lr. GALLINGER. l\Ir. President, in this connection I desire 

. 
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to say that I have noticed in certain papers, supposed to know 
what was done in the Committee on Appropriations yesterday, 
that it is stated that I offered -an amendment increasing -the 
salaries of Congressmen and that it was not agreed to by the 
committee. My associates on that committee will bear me out 
in stating that no amendment of that character was offered. 

Mr. HALE. The action of the committee was entirely unani
mous. 

Mr. NELSON. I understand the committee report no in-
creases? 

l\Ir. HALE. No increases anywhere in that direction. 
Tile reading of the bill was resumed and concluded. 
1\Ir. CULLOM. 1\Ir. President, let the bill go over as it 

stands, and I wiJl call it up to-morrow morning or some other 
time that may be agreed upon. 

Mr. FORAKER. I did not understand what the Senator 
from illinois said. 

1\Ir. CULLOM. I am willing to let the bill go over now, the 
reading having been finished, to be disposed of to-morrow morn-
ing or some other time. . · 

Mr. FORAKER. I hope the committee will agree to the 
amendment, of which I gave notice, increasing the salary of the 
disbursing officer of the Post-Office Department $250. He dis
burses a large amount of money and he gives a large bond, 
which is a burden to him. Officers of that grade are generally 
paid $2,500, . as I understand. 

Mr. CULLOM. What is this officer getting? 
Mr. FORAKER. Twenty-two hundred and fifty dollars, and 

my amendment is to strike out " two hundred and fifty " and 
insert "five hundred," so as to pay him what other officials of 
the Government of that class get. 

Mr. CULLOM. We have just stricken out a part of the 
salary where a disbutsing offic~r was receiving $2,750 and cut it 
down to $2,500. 

Mr. FORAKER. I want to meet you half way--
1\Ir. CULLOM. I will consult with the Senator to-morrow 

with reference to the official to whom he refers and see what 
can be done about it. 

Mr. FORAKER. I am willing to let it go over, but I was 
afraid I might not be here when it came up. 

Mr. CULLO~f. I move that the Senate adjourn. 
The motion was agreed to;· and (at 5 o'clock and 34 minutes 

p. 111.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Saturday, Janu
ary 12, 1907, at 1~ o'clock meridian. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 

FRIDAY, January 11, 1f!07. 
The House met at 12 o'clock noon. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. HENRY N. CounEN, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday's proceedings . was read and ap

proved. 
JOHN INGRAM. 

1\Ir. LOUDENSLAGER. l\1r. Speaker, I ask unanimous con
sent for the present consideration of the co~current resolution 
which I send to the desk. 

'l'he SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Jersey asks unani
mous consent for the present consideration of a concurrent reso
lution, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurr-ing), 

That the President be requested to return the bill {H. R. 18214) en
titl~l "An act granting an increase of pension to J"ohn Ingram." 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
1\fr. LOUDENSLAGER. I move the adoption of the resolu

tion. 
The resolution was agreed to. 

ETIENNE DE P. BUJ AC. 

Mr. MILLER. . ~fr. Speaker, I desire to offer the following 
privileged resolution and ask its immediate- consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas offers a resolu
tion, which the Clerk will report. · 

The Clerk read as follows : 
R esol1;eiL That the Clerk of the House is hereby directed to request 

the Senate, to f-urnish the House of Representatives a duplicate certified 
copy of an engrossed bill {S. 4926) for the relief of Etienne De P. 
Bujuc, the original bill having been lost. 

The question was taken ; and the resolution was agreed to. 
PENSION BILLS. 

1\fr. SULLOW AY. 1\fr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
bills in order for consideration to-day be considered in the 
House as in Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Hampshire asks 

unanimous consent that bills in order to-day be considered in 
the House as in Committee of the Whole. Is there objection? 
[After a pause.] The Chair hears none. The gentleman from 
Rhode Island [Mr. CAPRON] will take the chair. 

HERMAN HAGEMILLER. 

The first pension business was the bill (H. R. 18969) grant
ing an increase of pension to Herman Hagemiller. 

The ·bill was read, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pensions laws, the name of Her
man Hagemlller, late of Company C, Fifth Regiment Pennsylvania Vol
unteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $34 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 7 strike out the word " Infantry " and insert in lieu thereof 
the word "Cavalry." 

In line 8 strike out the word "four." 
The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 

reading; and being engrossed., it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. PARKINSON, its reading 
clerk, announced that the Senate had passed without amend
ment bill of the following title : 

H. R. 189. An act to establish a life-saving station at the 
Isles of Shoals, off Portsmouth, N. H. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed joint 
resoluUon and bills of the following titles, in which the concur
rence of the House of Representatives was requested : 

S. R. 80. Joint resolution authorizing the Secretary of War 
to furnish two 3-inch wrought-iron muzzle-loading cannon, with 
their carriages, limbers, and accessories to the State of South 
Dakota; 

S. 6898. An act concerning licensed officers of vessels ; 
S. 953. An act for the establishment of lights at the mouths of 

Warroad and Rainy rivers, Lake of the Woods, 1\finnesota; and 
S. 5133. An act to promote t)le safety of employees and travel

ers upon railroads by limiting the hours of service of employees 
thereon. 

SENATE BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTION REFERRED. 

Under clause 2, Rule XXIV, Senate joint resolution and bills 
of the following titles were taken from the Speaker's table and 
referred to their appropriate committees as indicated below: 

S. Res. 80. Joint resolution authorizing the Secretary of War 
to furnish two three-inch wrought-iron muzzle-loading cannon, 
with their carriages, limbers, and accessories, to the State of 
South Dakota-to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

S. 933 . .Ap act for the establishment of lights at the mouths of 
Warroad and Rainy river , Lake of the Woods, Minnesota-to 
the Committee on Interstate and Fo;reign Commerce. 

S. 6898. An act ·concerning licensed officers of vessels--to the 
Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

S. 5133. An act to promote the safety of employees and trav· 
elers upon railroads by limiting the hours of service of em
ployees thereon-to the Committee on Interstat~ and Foreign 
Commerce. 

HEZEKT.AH JAMES. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18322) granting 
an increase of pension to Hezekiah James. 

The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Hczc
kiah J"ames, late of Company E-, Sixty-third Regiment, United Stutes 
Colored Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the comPiittee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 6, before the word "Company," insert the words "Company 
C Sixty-ninth Regiment, and." 

'In line 8 strike out the word "twenty-four" and insert in lieu 
thereof the word "thirty." 

The· amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 

reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. · · 

SAUL COULSON. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 17810) granting 
an increase of pension to Saul Caulson. 

The bill was read, as follows : 
Be it enactecl, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension · laws, the name of Saul 
Caulson, late of Company H, Twenty-eighth Regiment Iowa Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 
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